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The Solicitors Journal. 


LONDON, MAY 30, 188s. 








CURRENT TOPICS. 





Mr. Ricuarp Howrtt Waker Leacu has been appointed one 
of the Chancery Registrars, to fill the vacancy caused by the 
retirement of Mr. Mertvary. Mr. Leacn is a son of Mr. R. H. 
Lxeacn, who retired from the position of senior registrar in 
January, 1882, and a great-nephew of Sir Jonn Lxeacu, who was 
Master of the Rolls from 1827 to 1834, having previously occupied 
the position of Vice-Chancellor of England. 





Mr. Francis Jutian Synxce has been appointed to the vacant 
clerkship in the registrars’ office. Mr. Synez was admitted a 
solicitor at Michaelmas, 1880, and has been in practice in London 
since that date. 





THE CAUSE Lists were not published at the time of our going to 
press, but it will be found that the appeals number 301, of which 
169 are from the Chancery Division, 103 from the Queen’s Bench 
Division, and 14 from other courts. The appeals at the commence- 
ment of the Easter Sittings were 320. In the Chancery Division 
the list will show an aggregate of 667 causes and matters before 
the five judges, being 66 less than at the beginning of the Easter 
Sittings. 





In a case last week on appeal from a county court, the 
Divisional Court (Hupptzsroy, B., and Wits, J.) refused to allow 
the counsel who appeared for one of the parties to supplement 
the judge’s notes by certain facts which the counsel said were 
given in evidence, the counsel himself having been present at the 
trial in the county court. The court said that, as they had the 
judge’s notes before them, they could not take notice of any facts 
not stated there, and that the proper course to pursue when the 
notes were defective was to apply to the judge to amend his notes, 
and to set out the facts alleged to have been omitted. The rule of 
October, 1884 (ord. 59, r. 8), by its terms only applies to cases 
where there are no judge’s notes at all, and not to a case where 
those notes are defective. 





ATTENTION HAS BEEN CALLED to a difficulty likely to arise in 
connection with the recently-passed Registration Act, 1885 
(48 Vict. c. 15). It is stated that whereas “ the local authority 
is ordered, within seven days of the passing of the Act, to issue a 
precept to the overseers,” ‘‘in the case of parliamentary boroughs 
no one has been able to make out who the local authority is, since 
one clause points to the clerk of the local board, while another 
seems to have reference to the clerk of the peace.” The difficulty, 
if it should arise, will not be so great as has been supposed. it 
would arise in connection with section 7 of the Act. By this 
section ‘‘ clerks of the peace and town clerks shall send their 
precepts to the overseers in the present year within twelve ” — 
seven, as in the a “days after the passing of the Act” [which 
passed on the 21st of May last]. Directions to send precepts are 
also contained in the Parliamentary Registration Act, 1843 
ss. 2,10, end the Act of 1885 alters the dates at which the 
precepts are to be sent from the 10th of June to “ within 
twelve days after” the 2ist of May in the present year, 
with another provision as to subsequent years. As to clerks 
of the peace no difficulty can arise, and it is specially provided 
by sub-sections 2 and 3 of the Act, that ‘“‘where a parliamentary 





couaty is co-extensive with a quarter sessional area,” the clerk 
of the peace for that area shall perform all the duties under the 
Act, and that where such county extends to more quarter 
sessional areas than one, the clerk of the peace of each county 
quarter sessional area shall, in respect of each parish within his 
jurisdiction, perform such duties. With regard to town clerks, 
recourse must be had to section 101 of the Parliamentary Regis- 
tration Act, 1843, which, by section 19 of the Act of 1885, may 
be used as an interpretation clause. By section 101 of the 
Act of 1843, ‘town clerk” shall, except in regard to the City of 
London, Westminster, and Southwark, ‘‘ mean any person 
executing the duties of town clerk, or, if, in any city or borough, 
there shall be no such officer as town clerk, then to any officer 
executing the same or the like duties as usually devolve upon the 
town clerk, or, if there be no such person, then to the returning 
officer of such city or borough, or to such person as the returning 
officer may appoint for that purpose.” In parliamentary boroughs 
which are also municipal, the town clerk of the municipal borough 
will clearly be the officer to send the precepts; but, in parlia- 
mentary boroughs which are not also municipal boroughs, such as 
the metropolitan boroughs, there will be some difficulty in finding 
a returning officer. It is provided, no doubt, by section 11 of the 
Reform Act, 1832, that the sheriff of each county, in cases where 
no returning officer is provided, shall annually nominate a “fit 
person” to be the returning officer; but that section has refer- 
ence to service at actual elections only, and it would require a very 
liberal construction of it for the returning officers nominated 
thereunder to act under the Registration Acts for new boroughs. 
We have failed to discover any clauses in the new Act intrusting 
clerks of local boards, or, in boroughs not being counties of them- 
selves, clerks of the peace, with the performance of any of the 
duties thereunder, whether in connection with the issue of precepts 
or otherwise. 





. Ovr READERS may, perhaps, recollect that more than a year ago 
(28 Soxicrrors’ Jovrwat 285) we drew their attention to the case of 
Yeo v. Dawe (32 W. R. 203), which, we observed, seemed to open 
the way to some startling suggestions respecting the stamping of con- 
tracts forsale. In our present issue we give a report of the same case 
in the Court of Appeal, from which it appears that the consequences 
to which we alluded are of so startling a character as to compel the 
court to reverse the judgment of the court below. The question 
was as follows :—The parties had been carrying on negotiations for 
the renewal, or rather, confirmation, of a voidable lease, and had 
come to terms, and a contract had been entered into in these 
words :— 

“IT, J. Dawe, promise to pay J. Yeo, on his signing a lease of the 
Castle Hotel, the sum of £50.” 
This had been subsequently stamped with a 6d. stamp as an agree- 
ment, but the Divisional Court, consisting of Mr. Justice Grove, and 
Mr. Baron Huppzestoy, held that it was a promi note within the 
meaning of section 49 of the Stamp Act, 1870, and, therefore, was 
not only improperly stamped, but was incapable of being stamped 
subsequently to its execution. The majority of the Court of 
Appeal, in reversing this decision, seem to have expressed our 
sentiments with great exactness; for they admitted that the 
document came within the language of the Act, while they per- 
ceived that the consequences of holding it to be a promissory note 
would, in practice, be simply intolerable. The distinction, as we 
pointed out, between this document and a common contract for 
sale is (if there is any distinction) of the flimsiest ere ; and 
it would hardly be possible to give any decent reason for holding 
that the one is a promissory note, and that the other is not. But 
the salient moral of the whole affair is a reflection upon the 
obtuseness of the statutemon whose mole-eyed vision never 
allows them to see that the public interest is sometimes at variance 
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with the efforts of their ingenuity. Their minds are so full of a 
ridiculous anxiety lest ‘‘the revenue should be defrauded,” that 
they make haste to fling in wholesale expressions which, if taken 
literally, would impose an intolerable drag upon the transaction of 
common business. The present is one of their most successful 
efforts ; and they may view with pride the spectacle of perplexed 
courts and contradictory decisions. We have the Master of the 
Rolls and Lord Justice Bageartay on the one side, and, on the 
other, Lord Justice Bowrn, Mr. Justice Grove, and Mr. Baron 
Hoppreston ; and the judges whose opinion has prevailed were 
obliged to admit that it could not be reconciled with the precise 
language of the Act. 





Tae case of Barlow v. Teal, decided by the Divisional Court of 
the Queen’s Bench Division a few days ago, which is, we believe, 
only the second decision given by the High Court on the Agricul- 
tural Holdings Act, 1883, did not add much to the solution of the 
difficulties of that Act. The point was as to the meaning of the 
provision in section 33, that “ where a half-year’s notice, expiring 
with a year of tenancy, is by Jaw necessary and sufficient for 
determination of a tenancy from year to year,” a year’s notice so 
expiring shall be necessary and sufficient. The tenant held under 
an agreement providing that ‘six months’ notice, given in the 
usual way,” should terminate the tenancy, and the court decided 
that six months’ notice was sufficient. A like decision was arrived 
atin Wilkinson vy. Oalvert (26 W. R. 829, L. R. 3 C. P. D. 360) 
under the similar provision of the Agricultural Holdings Act, 
1875, but there the agreement stipulated only for ‘‘six months’ 
notice,” without the words “ given in the usual way.” It is, of 
course, perfectly clear that six months’ notice is not equivalent to 
a half-year’s notice ( Walker v. Constable, 3 Wils. 25 ; Doe v. Porter, 
3T.R.13). But the question which has most frequently arisen is 
whether a tenancy under an agreement which expressly provides 
for a half-year’s notice is within section 33. Do the words “ by 
law ” mean “ by implication of law,”’ so as to exclude from the opera- 
tion of the section cases in which the parties have expressly 
agreed on the length of notice? This point does not seem to have 
been referred to in fhe judgments in the recent case, but it was 
considered in Wilkinson v. Calvert, and Lord Cotenter there 
said :—‘‘ No doubt, in an ordinary tenancy from year to year, 
created by such acts of the parties as acceptance of rent, or hold- 
ing over, or otherwise, without any express stipulation for notice 
to quit, it is incidental to the tenancy that it cannot be put an 
end to but by a half-year’s notice, expiring at the end of 
the year of tenancy. This the draftsman of this Act 
well knew, for he says, ‘Where a half-year’s notice is by 
law necessary, a year’s notice shall hereafter be necessary.’ That, 
no doubt, will apply in all cases where there is no express stipulation 
as to notice.” It is to be regretted that the court in the recent 
case did not base their decision on the ground that, the parties 
having expressly agreed as to the notice to quit, section 33 had no 
application. It cannot be presumed to have been the intention of the 
Legislature to disable parties from making express agreements as 
to a half-year’s notice to quit. 








In the House of Commons, on the 21st inst., Sir R. Cross, referring to 
the Act which had just received the Royal assent, asked 
whether the peas. Hy could state what steps clerks of the peace 


and town clerks ought to take in the newly-created and merged boroughs 
having regard to the fact that the Redistribution Bill would. Oday nok 
become law till the 20th of June. The Attorney-General said: It appears 
to me clear that clerks of the peace and town clerks must issue their pre- 
cepts entirely in relation to the it state of the law and regardless of 
the provisions of the Redistribution Bill. It is impossible for them to 
anticipate the coming into operation of that Bill at a future date, But 
clauses will have to inserted in the Redistribution Bill to provide for 
the various modifications which will be necessary after that Bill passes to 
meet the case of new boroughs, enlarged boundaries of old boroughs, and 
somngys boroughs and divisions of counties. But with the assimilation of 
the hise there will not be much difference in the lists, and if the Re- 
distribution Bill passes, as it may be hoped it will, by the third week in 
June, I trust the great inconvenience that no doubt has been created will 
be overcome. I wish to add that, d ing from the usual custom as to 
the date of printing and distri Acts of Parliament, the Home Office 
is now distributing to all clerks of the peace and town clerks copies of the 
ion Act, so that they may have no difficulty in obtaining 

as to their duties. % 





UNILATERAL MISTAKE. 


In considering questions of ‘‘ mistake,” it is of the first importance 
to distinguish the forms of action in which the questions arise ; 
for the mistake of one party may constitute a valid defence in 
specific performance, although it would not be a ground for 
rescinding the contract. Lord St. Leonards laid it down, in un- 
hesitating terms, ‘that, unless a clear fraud be established, there 
ought to be no relief in equity, for there is a great difference 
between establishing and rescinding an agreement” (Vendors and 
Purchasers, p. 244) ; and, in another work, the same great authority 
says: “There is no part of the jurisdiction of a court of equity 
which requires to be executed with more caution than that of 
rescinding a contract’’ (Law of Property, p. 598). 

The recent case of Paget v. Marshall (L: R. 28 Ch. D. 255) is 
in apparent conflict with the foregoing principles; for Bacon, V.C., 
held, in that case, that an executed contract might be set aside 
simply on the ground of the plaintiffs mistake. It will not be 
without interest to examine whether this proposition, startling 
from its novelty, was absolutely necessary for the actual decision ; 
or whether the effect of the evidence was not to establish 
fraud, or something closely akin to fraud, on the part of the 
defendant. The learned judge may have come to the conclusion 
that the mistake of one party was, during the treaty, perceived by 
the other; and a person who thus takes advantage of a mistake 
stands on the confines of fraud; but, though there are passages in 
the judgment which hint at some such conclusion, the professed 
ground of decision is merely the proved mistake of one party alone. 
The facts of the case, so far as they are material to the present 
subject, are as follows :— 

By a letter dated the 13th day of November, 1883, the plaintiffs 
offered to grant a lease to the defendant for seven, fourteen, or 
twenty-one years of the upper part of Nos. 48, 49, and 50, 
Aldersgate-street, consisting of first, second, third, and fourtb 
floors (reserving for their own use one of the closets on the second 
floor landing), for the sum of £500 per annum and taxes. This 
offer was next day accepted in writing by the defendant in unqualified 
terms. A lease carrying out the agreement contained in the two 
letters was duly executed on the 21st day of December, 1883; and 
thereby the first, second, third, and fourth floors (with the reser- 
vation already mentioned) were demised to the defendant for 
twenty-one years at the yearly rent of £500. 

Almost immediately after the transaction had been completed, 
the lessors discovered what they asserted to be an error in the 
lease. They alleged that the first floor of No. 48 was by inadver- 
tence included in the offer of the 13th of November, and that “the 
defendant knew that the same had been included by inadvertence.” 
They also explained the repetition of the mistake in the lease, by 
stating that the letters between the parties had been the only 
instructions supplied to their solicitor for the preparation of the 
formal instrument. 

Stated shortly, therefore, the case stood thus. A lessor had in- 
cluded in the lease more of his property than he had intended to 
let, and afterwards sought to get rid of the bargain. Now, it is 
important to observe that the agreement in writing, contained in 
the two ietters, was not in any way ambiguous; the four floors 
of the three houses were all expressly included in it, and the 
parcels of the lease were framed in identical terms. There was, 
therefore, no case for rectification, for it is well established that, 
in the absence of ambiguity, parol evidence cannot be admitted to 
rectify an agreement in writing; and, as the lease was in con- 
formity with the antecedent agreement, it was equally out of the 
question to rectify it. Thus, although the claim was alternatively 
for rectification or rescission, and the defendant ultimately elected 
to submit to the former alternative, yet in substance the case rested 
entirely on the jurisdiction of the court to rescind the contract. In 
support of the plaintiffs’ case, evidence was adduced under three 
distinct heads :—(1) Negotiations between the parties before the 
agreement ; (2) the letting value; and (3) the structural con- 
dition of the property. The evidence under the first head, whether 
it was rightly admitted or not, was to the effect that the first floor 
of No. 48 had never been mentioned in the preliminary negotiations. 
This was, however, denied by the defendant. The letting value of 
the premises was estimated by the experts strictly in accordanbe 
with the requirements of the party for whom they were called ; 


| and, the numbers on each side being about equal, their contradictory 
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opinions may be taken as mutually destructive. As to structural 
condition, it was proved that the first floor of No. 48 was com- 
pletely cut off from the upper part of the house; that, with the 
ground floor, it formed a separate and distinct building, which had 
been constructed for the purpose of carrying on the plaintiffs’ 
business; and that the upper part of No. 48 was approached by a 
separate staircase. 

It was, then, having regard to this last head of evidence, in the 
last degree improbable that the plaintiffs intended to let the most 
valuable part of their own premises; but there seems to have 
been no evidence to show that the defendant knowingly took 
advantage of the plaintiffs’ mistake. This element of guasz fraud 
undoubtedly existed in the case of Harris v. Pepperell (16 W. R. 
68, L. R. 5 Eq. 1), which was relied on as an authority in favour 
of the plaintiffs. There Lord Romilly decided that the mistake 
of the vendor was sufficient to enable the court to rectify the 
conveyance where it was possible to replace the parties in their 
original positions. Accordingly, where, in a conveyance of 
messuages, the plan on the deed comprised a piece of land not 
intended by the vendor to be included, a decree was made to rectify 
the deed, an option being given to the purchaser to have the con- 
tract annulled. But the only ground upon which this decision 
can be supported is that the purchaser knew that the additional 
piece of land was included by mistake, a circumstance which raised 
a personal equity against him. In order to bring Paget v. 
Marshall within the authority of Harris v. Pepperell, it is neces- 
sary to suppose that the lessee was aware of the mistake made by 
his lessor. Of this there was, as already stated, no direct evid- 
ence; but the learned Vice-Chancellor seems to have formed an 
opinion on the subject against the bona fides of the lessee, although 
his judgment rested exclusively on the ground of unilateral mis- 
take. Thus, he says, ‘‘ On the evidence it looks very like a com- 
mon mistake. The defendant, it is true, says, in his defence, that 
he took it on the faith that the first floor of No. 48 was intention- 
ally included in the letter of the 13th of November, 1883. 
Certainly he never said so until it is said in the defence ;” and 
farther on he reverts to the same point in the following manner :— 
“ But without being certain, as I cannot be certain on the facts 
before me, whether the mistake was what is called a common mistake, 
that there was, to some extent, a common mistake I must, in 
charity and justice to the defendant, believe, because I cannot 
impute to him the intention of taking advantage of any ‘incorrect 
expression in the letter. He may have persuaded himself that 
the letter was right; but if there was not a common mistake it is 
plain and palpable that the plaintiff was mistaken, and that he 
had no intention of letting his own shop, which he had 
built and ‘carefully constructed for his own purposes.” 
The notion of a common mistake was entirely at variance with the 
sworn testimony of the defendant; there was either an unfair 
afvantage taken by him of the plaintiff’s mistake, or it was simply 
a case of unilateral mistake. To set aside an executed contract 
on the latter ground appears to us a considerable extension of the 
principles of equitable relief. It is not supported by a single 


previous decision, and runs counter to*the opinions of the most | P® 


respectable writers. Moreover, there is a decision vf the Court of 
Appeal, of recent date, which seems conclusive on the subject. 
The case to which we refer (Zamplin v. James, 29 W. R. 311, 
L. R. 15 Ch. D. 215) was not cited in the case under discussion, 
but there Baggallay, L.J., sitting for Malins, V.C., and the Lords 
Justices affirming his decision, expressly decided that the mistake 
of one patty is not a ground for resisting specific performance : 
& fortiori, it is no ground for setting aside the contract after it 
has been executed by conveyance and payment. The words of 
Baggallay, L.J., are forcible and in point, and with an extract 
from his judgment we shall conclude our remarks upon the case 
of Paget v. Marshall. “It is doubtless well established,” 
says the Lord Justice, “that a court of equity will refuse 
specific performance of an agreement where “the defendant 
has entered into it under a mistake, and where injustice 
would be done to him were performance to be enforced. 
The most common instances of such refusal on the ground of 
mistake are cases in which there has been some unintentional 
misrepresentation on the part of the plaintiff (I am not now 
referring to cases of intentional misrepresentation, which would 
fall rather under the category of fraud), or where, from the 


to it by the different parties: ‘The casé of Manhser' v. Back (6 
Hare, 443) is a well-known illustration of this. It is Pe, also, 
that specific performance has been refused in tases not coming 
under either of these heads, asin Malins v. Freeman (2 Keen, 25). 
But, where there has been no misrepresentation, and where there 
is no ambiguity in the terms of the contract, the defendant cannot 
be allowed to evade the performance of it by the simple statement 
that he has made a mistake. Were such to be the law, the 
performance of a contract could rarely be enforced upon an 
unwilling party who was also unscrupulous.” 








THE ORGANIZATION OF A SOLICITOR’S 
OFFICE. 


Il.—ORGANIZATION WITH SPECIAL REFERENCE TO 
CONTENTIOUS BUSINESS. 


BARRISTER AND SOLICITOR. 


THERE is an extraordinary divergence between the views—or at a'l 
events the actual conduct— of different solicitors with regard to the ex- 
tent to which they will invoke the aid of counsel in contentious business. 
It will of necessity be common ground that the barrister must be 
imported as an advocate into those courts in which the solicitor has 
no right of audience. It will also, though not of actual pepe we (| 
be common und that, where pleadings are requited, they 
be prepared by counsel, because, in spite of all attempts to bri 
them into a state of druidical ee: they still retain 
which render it dangerous for the solicitor to meddle with theni unless 
he has had an exceptional amount of instruction in the art. But 
ts and 
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beyond these narrow confines lies a very extensive open 
which each solicitor traverses according to his own ligh’ 
inclination, Where one solicitor is self-reliant, and prefers to act 
on his own judgment, even in matters which involve momentous 
issues, another will sit at the feet of his counsel in all ep en 
and small, and with him the formula, ‘‘ My counsel says,” the 
door to all argument or reconsideration which admits as a 
that what his counsel says may not be absolutely right. 
again, as a — of cost, where one solicitor pauses long 
potting his clients to the e of consulting counsel, except when 
e is absolutely clear that there is some very real and urgent cause 
for doing so, another will, without hesitation—and, let us add, in 
most instances, without any intentional im i or want of 
consideration for the client—regard a long list of counsel’s fees as a 
matter of course incident in li ion; as much so as the payment 
made on issuing a summons or filing an affidavit. 
There is error in these as in all other extremes, and it may not be 
amiss to endeavour to point out where the line should be drawn, in so 
far as general principles will enable us to do so, though it must needs 


i 


be that particular cases will arise in the course of every 8 
practice which baffle the application of principles. 
In the first place, it is important to always in mind the true 


relations of the barrister and solicitor to each other in contentious 
work. A solicitor may here and there be pointed out who, from a 
variety of exceptional circumstances, has become, and is justly 
regarded, as a profound master of some special branch of law or 
rticular class of case. But, speaking generally, i said 
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the solicitor bears to the barrister a relation of whi 

close analogy is furnished in the medical profession by the 

practitioner who has to deal in turns wi form of di 

great and small, and the consulting physician who has made some 

pens read form of ailment his life’s study, and is daily accumulating 
owledge and experience with regard to it. For many purposes the 


general practitioner pursues his way alone. 
eral stock of knowl about most of the 
eir. He does not need the assistance of @ : 
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had anticipated or hoped for, then he -will, i heds 
effeet which he i or: : 
reasonabl t, welcome any opportunity of obtaining the 
miles: 4 some physician who has attained eminence «in ‘that 
particular class of case. So of the solicitor and barrister: | Therewre 
many thingsin doin which the solicitor does not, or should-wet, need 
the aid of counsel ; there are others in which his client’s interests may 
suffer if he dispenses with it. ei) srr # 
In the former category we should include, in the first wa 
acts, no matter howi t, the decision or mode of doing, 
which turns not upon nicely balancing of probabilities as to a 


question of law, as general considerations 
worldly pradence. We are far from 
dom in a multitude of counsellors, and do 
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can never be the gainer by an opinion of 
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these. What we hold is that, in appropriating the division of labour 
with reference to the training and experience of each, the. solicitor, 
and not the barrister, should be the best adviser here. The one is a 
man of business accustomed to deal with all the affairs of life in direct 
contact with the lay client. The other is a lawyer, accustomed for 
the most part only to contact with lawyers. It is a matter of 
frequent observation that when, in the course of a delicate negotia- 
tion or a contest, a letter of importance has to be written, a solicitor 
will generally write a more judicious letter himself than his counsel 
can write for him. But if a statement of claim has to be prepared, 
the solicitor will be out of court. The distinction is easily traceable 
to first principles. The solicitor is in the constant habit of writing 
letters which require thought and judgment, but rarely or never 
prepares a statement of claim. The barrister is in the constant habit 
of preparing statements of claim, but has little or no occasion for 
business letter writing. Similarly, the barrister should be the best 
judge as to the prospects of successfully appealing from a decision 
upon a pure question of law; the solicitor should best be able to 
advise whether, in a view of a number of surrounding collateral 
circumstances, the client will be wise to appeal or not. 

We lay stress upon this contention, because it is noticeable that 
solicitors are apt sometimes to invite and obsequiously follow the 
guidance of counsel, without even bringing their own judgment into 
play, on points which, if analyzed, would be found to contain 
hardly a grain of law. Such a proceeding shows, to our thinking, a 
total misconception of the true relative positions. 

Secondly, we should include in this same category a multitude of 
incidental steps in litigation which involve no special doubt or 
difficulty. The solicitor should, in plain English, do his own work 
and not get it done for him by a barrister at his client’s expense. It 
may be perfectly right, for instance, that the indorsement on a 
— writ of summons should be prepared or settled by counsel, but 
if a motion for injunction is made immediately afterwards, the notice 
of which contains only the very terms of the indorsement on the writ, 
with a little common-form matter added, to be found in any book of 
formsin a moment, what justification is there for having this notice of 
motion prepared or settled by counsel? We can find none, and yet 
such a mode of proceeding is not very rare. The solicitor is paid for 
drawing this very simple document. If he does draw it, he will 
surely not like to confess that it needs any revision after passing 
through his hands. If he does not draw it, he will have some 
difficulty in justifying the charge for drawing it. This particular 
instance, standing by itself, amounts to very little, but what is true of 
this is true of many other things, such as conferences on points of no 
real difficulty, settlement by counsel of more or less simple summonses 
and affidavits, and employment of counsel to attend summonses pre- 
senting no special features. These illustrations call to mind a 
certain type of practitioner who goes backwards and forwards to and 
from the chambers of his counsel at every turn and stage of 
@ case, and, sometimes from incompetence, sometimes from a 
dread of responsibility carried to extreme lengths, seems unable 
to draw or peruse the simplest document, originate the simplest 
proceeding, or take any other step whatever without going 
to his counsel. Such a principle of conducting litigation is unfairly 
expensive to the client and degrading to the solicitor. The latter 
should ask himself, on all occasions before taking this step, ‘“ Is it 
right in my client’s interests, or reasonably fair to me, that I should 
incur the expense of going to counsel about this? Does it involve 
anything which, from the nature of his occupation as compared with 
mine, he must be more capable of dealing with than I am, or 
be able to dispose of it more quickly than I can hope to do? AmI 
throwing my client’s money away, or laying it out to his advantage ?” 
To pass through such a process of mind involves no elaborate inter- 
rogation of self upon a question, either of one or many guineas, one 
way oranother, though, of course, the amount of consideration would 
bear some proportion generally to the amount of the fee involved. 
It means nothing more than acquiring a right habit of thought. 
When this is gained once it is gained always, and the question of 
going or not going to counsel in a particular case will need 

but a few moments’ reflection. Solicitors are not less 
apt to form rooted habits, whether good or bad, than other men. 

There are, no doubt, individual instances in which a solicitor who 
resorts to counsel to an extent which would not otherwise be justifi- 
able may do so in special personal circumstances with the full previous 
consent of his client, given after the latter has been made thoroughly 
to understand the situation. In such a case, the solicitor and client 
make their bargain, and there is nothing to be said about it. But 
this represents a very exceptional case, and though it is fair to 
mention it as a possible state of things, it does not affect observations 
of a general character. 

There are, of course, many cases in which a solicitor will rightly 
and properly consult his counsel at frequent intervals, and in these it 
is often far from an easy matter to decide as to a particular interview 
whether it fairly represents a ‘‘ conference” with the corresponding 
emoluments of that term to barrister and solicitor, or some- 


thing short of a conference, in which case neither barrister 
nor solicitor receives any fee for his pains. If an earnest conversation 
lasting an hour takes place, the matter is easy enough, and, if the 
interview takes the form of the solicitor or his clerk putting his head 
in at the door to say that an appointment has been adjourned, it is, 
again, easy enough. But there is often a running fire of interviews 
as to which it is Soubtful whether they do or do not fall just inside 
one border or the other. The barrister’s clerk will, on his own and 
his master’s account, naturally lean to the ‘‘ conference” point of 
view, and the solicitor has a corresponding inducement to bend in 
that direction, but he has to remember that he alone owes a responsi- 
bility to the client whose money he is spending, and must deal fairly 
by him in spite of the blandishments of the barrister’s clerk, and of 
the interests of his own pocket. So regarded, it is not generally 
very difficult to arrive at a conclusion as to whether the ground 
which has been covered represents a — subject for the pay- 
ment of a fee, or can only be regarded fairly as a brief and incidental 
exchange of views on some comparatively trivial point. It may be 
pointed out also on this subject that the question of conference or no 
conference cannot be decided without reference to what is just and 
considerate to the barrister. A solicitor has no right to pounce upon 
him at all times and seasons, and consult him gratuitously on all sorts 
of points, merely because the barrister is long-suffering and permits 
him to do so. The extent to which the barrister may reasonably be 
assailed without payment of a fee would depend in some measure 
upon the extent to which his assailant compensates him by sending 
him work for which fees are paid, and herein lies a distinct advantage 
to the solicitor in adhering ay! to selected counsel rather than 
perpetually trying new men. But there is a limit beyond which the 
— of picking a counsel’s brains cannot, with propriety, be 
carried. 

Complaints are often heard of the tendency of leading counsel 
in these days to demand heavy fees, and to demand them all 
the same where they have been unable in the result 
to shed the light of their presence on the case for any appreciable 
length of time. We do not now propose to discuss that vexed 
question, but to hinge on it the observation that faults cannot, 
we fear, be honestly said to exist entirely on the side of the bar. We 
are afraid that many barristers, especially junior barristers, could 
show, if their fee-books were inspected, a long array of unpaid fees. 
In some cases the arrears may be the result of carelessness and a bad 
system of account-keeping on the solicitor’s part; in others, the 
solicitor may actually have had his bill of costs paid, in which the 
fees are included, and yet may be evading payment of them; in 
others, he may not have had his own bill paid, and may deal with 
his counsel as rowing in the same boat with himself; and, in others, 
the fees unpaid may have been disallowed on taxation, and the 
solicitor, having no source from which to recover the amount, may 
refuse to pay them out of his own pocket. In the last of these 
supposed cases there may be something to be said as to the hardship 
of the solicitor’s position, and it may be conjectured that few 
barristers would resist an appeal for consideration in such circum- 
stances if it were made. But in all alike—differing widely as they 
do, of course, in degree—there is an utterly wrong principle which 
no solicitor should countenance in his practice for a moment. The 
barrister is employed by the solicitor, not by the solicitor’s client, 
and looks to the solicitor to pay him for his services. He knows 
nothing of the sources from which the solicitor will be recouped, 
and has no opportunity afforded to him of learning anything about 
them. The solicitor is, and should at all times act as, the personal 
debtor of the barrister he employs for every guinea which he 
deliberately promises to pay him, and he should deal with that debt 
precisely as he should deal with every other debt incurred in carrying 
on his business. The circumstance that the barrister has no legal 
remedy to enforce payment of his fees should stimulate the solicitor 
in dealing rightly and honourably by him, not only in the matter of 
recognizing and ultimately discharging the obligation, but also in 
the sense of discharging it within a reasonable space of time, instead 
of its making him indifferent or apathetic because he has no legal 
consequences to fear. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


A DISCLAIMER. . 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 

Sir.—In the Morning Post of the 23rd inst., there appeared a report 
of a motion made before Mr. Justice Chitty on the previous day, in 
which two solicitors named Jarvis and Triscott are mentioned. 

Will you kindly notify in your next publication that I am not the 
Walter Jarvis, late of No. 22, Chancery-lane, to whom the application 
referred, nor am I related to, or connected with him or the late firm 
of Jarvis & Triscott? RIcHARD TAYLOR JARVIS, 





\ 22, Chancery-lane, London, W.C., May 28, 
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RECENT CASES. 


COURT OF APPEAL. 
Sramp— AGREEMENT IN Form or Promissory Nore—Sramp Act, 1870, s. 


upon all the society’s deeds and documents, to secure all moneys which, 
from time to time, might be owing by the society to the bankers on the 
balance of the banking account. Annual balance-sheets showing the 
amounts due to the ers were sent to all the members of the society. 
In November, 1881, the liquidators brought an action against the bankers 
to recover the securities held by them. e Court of Appeal held (L. R. 
22 Ch. D. 61, 27 Soxicrrons’ Journat, 38) that the directors 


49.—In the case of Yeo v. Dawe, in the Court of Appeal, No. 1, on the| of the society had no power to borrow money on the credit 


22nd inst., the question was as to whether a document was an ent 
or a promissory note for the purposes of the Stamp Act, 1870. The docu- 
ment was as follows :—‘‘ I. J. Dawe, promise to pay J. Yeo, on his signing 
a lease of the Castle Hotel, Plymouth, the sum of £150.” Anaction was 
brought to recover that sum of £150, and at the trial before Lord 
Coleridge, O.J., at the Exeter Assizes, the document, which was 
unstamped, was produced by the plaintiff, who had it stamped as an 
agreement, and paid the penalty under section 16 of the Act of 1870. By 
section 53 a promissory note cannot be stamped after its execution. The 
plaintiff alleged that the document embodied the result of previous 
negotiations as to a lease. The question mainly turned upon section 49 of 
the Act, which enacts that—‘‘ (1) The term ‘ promissory note’ means and 
includes any document or writing (except a bank note) containing a pro- 
mise to pay any sum of money (2) A note promising the payment of 
any sum of money . . . upon any condition or contingency which 
may or may not be performed or happen, is to be deemed for the purposes 
of this Act a promissory note for the said sum of money.” At the trial 
Lord Coleridge, C.J., was doubtful whether there was evidence of an 
agreement, and he left the plaintiff to move for judgment. A motion to 
that effect was sitetqunntir refused by Grove, J., and Huddleston, B., 
who entered judgment for the defendant, on the ground that the docu- 
ment was a promissory note within the meaning of section 49 (see report 
32 W. R. 203). The plaintiff appealed, and the appeal was argued on the 
5th inst, when judgment was reserved. The court (Brerr, M.R., 
BacGatiay, and Bowen, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. Brerr, M.R., said 
that he could not deny that the words of the Stamp Act were large enough 
to include the document. But the document was the result of a previous 
agreement, and neither of the parties intended it to be a promissory note. 
It certainly was not a promissory note, and he was of opinion that the 
Stamp Act did not apply to a document which was neither given nor 
accepted as a promissory note, and was not, in fact, one. If the docu- 
ment, though not a promissory note, was yet to be stamped as one, it 
would be nec to say that every document by which money is to be 
paid on or without condition by one person to another, is to be stamped as 
@ promissory note, and, therefore, every covenant to pay money would 
have to be so stamped. But even supposing the document in question to 
bea note, the defendant could not succeed, for the plaintiff would not 
have had to put it in to prove the agreement, which existed before the 
document, the document being only accepted to carry out the agreement. 
Baacattay, L.J., concurred. Bowen, L.J., also agreed that the appeal 
should be allowed, on the ground that, outside the document, 
there was evidence of the agreement. But he differed as to the 
construction of the Act, and was of opinion that the term ‘ pro- 
missory note’’ as there used includes every document. or writing 
which substantially comprises a promise to pay; and nothing else, 
the contents of which are substantially not such a promise. That defini- 
tion would not include a lease or mutual commercial en ment, for they 
contain more than a promise to pay. Sub-section 2 adds documents 
expressing a promise to pay on a condition or a contingency, and if a 
document contains a ee to pay and nothing else, which 
is more than necessary to give effect to that promise, that is a promissory 
note within the meaning of the Act. One more qualification should 
pooner be added, that the document must be intended by the parties to 
that which it purports to be—an effective instrument and binding as a 
promise to pay; but it is not necessary that it should be more and bea 
promissory note in the ordinary meaning of the term. But the facts of 
the present case took the document in question out of the Stamp Act.— 
Counset, Charles, Q.C., and Coleridge; A. Collins, Q.C., and Pitt-Lewis. 
Soricrrors, Law ¢ Worsam, for Square, Bridgman, § Co., Exeter; H. Windy- 
bank for A. Hutchin, Devonport. 





Buitpine Socrery—6 & 7 Wut. 4, c. 32—Unavruorizep Borrowine 
ny Drrecrors—Banxkers’ Lien.—In a case of The Blackburn and District 
Benefit Building Society v. Cunliffe, Brookes, § Co., before the Court of 
Appel, No. 2, on the 22nd inst., there was a question of importance as 
to the rights of the bankers of a building society, which was in liquida- 
tion, in respect of moneys advanced by them to the society, the directors 
of which had no power to borrow money. The society was established in 
1868, under the Act 6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 32, but it was never incorporated 
under the Building Societies Act, 1874. On October 25, 1881, it was 
ordered to be wound up on a petition presented on July 23, 1881. The 
rules did not authorize the directors to borrow money on behalf of the 
society. In 1874 the directors opened a banking account with the defend- 
ants, who were bankers, in the names of the trustees of the society. 
Into this account the moneys of the society were paid.from time to time 
as received, and cheques were drawn upon it for what the directors con- 
sidered to be the purposes of the society. From March 6, 1875, to May 
8, 1878, this account was largely overdrawn, on the last-mentioned day 
it was in credit, but after that day until the winding up the account was 
always overdrawn. The overdraft often amounted to over £10,000, but at 
the commencement of the winding up it amounted to £2,700, the balance 
against the society having been reduced by payments made from time to 
time to the credit of the account. The mortgage and other securities of 
the society were kept at the bankers for safe custody, and on September 


of the society, or to give any security on the property of the 
society for money borrowed; but they were of opinion that the bankers 
were entitled toa lien on the securities which they held for such of 
the advances as had been applied in payment of the debts and liabilities 
of the society properly payable. This decision was affirmed by the House 
of Lords (L. R. 9 App. Cas. 857). It was also decided that the bankers 
were not entitled to any lien for moneys paid by the society to members 
who had withdrawn, nor to the benefit of moneys advanced by the society 
to borrowing members, on the ground that nothing ought to have been 
paid to withdrawing members or advanced to borrowing members out of 
borrowed capital. e court also declared that the bankers were to be 
charged with all sums received by them on account of the society since 
the time when the society last ceased to have any balance standing to its 
credit with the bankers, and that the bankers were not to be allowed 
apy sums advanced by them to the order or on account of the society 
since the same time and agp by the society otherwise than in paying 
debts and habilities of the society properly payable. By the present 
action the liquidators sought to go further, and to compel the ers to 
refund all moneys of the society applied by them in discharge of their 
advances to the society. The liquide tors claimed an account of all moneys 
received and paid by the bankers for the society, with a declaration that 
in taking the account the bankers were to be charged with all sums re- 
ceived by them on account of the society since the date when they were 
appointed bankers, and that they were not to be allowed any sums paid 
by way of overdraft, or otherwise by way of loan, which had been applied 
otherwise thanin payment of the legitimate debts and liabilities of thesociety. 
Bristowe, V.C., allowed this claim, and his decision was, with some varia- 
tions, affirmed by the Courtof Appeal (Brett, M.R., and Corronand Linpiey, 
L.JJ.). Corron, L.J., who delivered the judgment of the court, said that it 
had been urged that the moneys sought to be recovered were applied, by order 
of the directors, in repayment of the moneys borrowed, under a mistake of 
law as to their power fo rrow, and that no one could recover money so paid 
voluntarily, ormoney paid on an illegal contract. This was correct when the 
same person who made the a or was party to the contract, sought 
to recover the money. But the liquidators were suing on behalf of the 
society, and complained that the directors, both in borrowing and in 
directing the application of the moneys of the society, had acted in excess 
of the authority given to them, and that their acts did not bind the society, 
and that the ers knew that the directors had no authority so to deal 
with the moneys of the society. In their lordships’ opinion this view was 
correct, and consequently the acts of the directors were unauthorized, and 
were not to be considered as acts of the society, and the objection could 
not be maintained. It had also been urged that the society was not acor- 
poration ; that all the individuals who made up the society knew, by seeing 
the accounts circulated, that the directors borrowed money, and were 
applying the funds of the society in repaying the money so borrowed ; 
and that they must be taken to have ratified the acts of the directors. But 
these acts were not within the scope and objects of the society, so that no 
majority could, even in general meeting, bind the minority present, 
or any absent members; and it would be wrong to hold that all 
members of the society, from merely receiving the accounts, knew that 
the directors had borrowed money from the bankers, and had authorized 
repayment out of the funds of the society. For although this was a conclu- 
sion which would probably be drawn from a careful examination and com- 
parison of the accounts, it would be wrong to draw the conclusion that all 
the members understood that this, in fact, was the effect of the accounts, 
or even that they examined or read the accounts. Even if they did, 
there was no ratification ; for, = nothing was dune to question the 
accounts, no other ratification was eged, and the mere omission to 
question the accounts or acts of the directors could not properly be treated 
as ratification. The loans and ope were not stated as matters to 
be ratified ; they were represented as, and considered to be, acts within 
the powers of the directors, and there was no intention to ratify. Possibly 
the se might be able to prove that some of the members not only 
knew of, but intended to adopt and ratify the dealings of the directors. 
The present decision would not prejudice such claim, if any, as the 
bankers might be advised to make in respect of any moneys payable to 
such of the members, or representatives of deceased members, as had 
concurred in the dealings of the directors with the moneys of the company. 
It was alleged that out of the moneys advanced by the bankers payments 
were made to members who had given notice of withdrawal. And it was 
contended by the bankers that as these members, if they had not been 
paid off, would now be entitled to be paid off out of the assets of the 
society, in priority to the continuing members, the bankers were entitled 
to stand in the place of the withdra members so paid, and receive or 
be allowed in account the amounts which would be ble to such with- 
drawing members if they had not been paid off. eir lordships thought 
that claim was right. It had been contended by the appellants that 
the account ought not to be carried back further than May, 1878, when 
the account with the bankers was last in credit, and that this had been 
decided by the judgments of the Court of Appeal and the House of Lords 
in the previous case. It did not exactly appear why the account in that 
case was so limited ; but, having regard to the difference between the ques- 
tions decided in that and in the present action, their weeny er reg that 
that judgment did not decide how far back the accounts in the 





27, 1876, the directors signed a memorandum giving the bankers a lien 











. 









500 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 


May 30, 1885. 





<a 


= \ 





present action should be carried, and that there was no groun 1 for limiting 
them to the period sr The judgment gave the bankers alien onany 
: securities taken by the society in respect of advances out of the 
thoneys advaticed by the bankers, but directed that this lien should be 
subject to all mortgages and charges granted to the society in respect of 
advances made by the society out of its proper funds. The bankers ob- 
jected to their lien being so postponed. The securities on which they 
were to have alien were acquired by the society by means of the overdraft 
allowed by the bankers. If there had been no such advances or loan by 
the bankers the securities would not have existed, and, in the opinion of 
their lordships, the bankers were entitled to the benefit of these securities 
ne wn et order of priority. It was contended by the liquidators 
that the ers ought not to be allowed a lien on the securities taken by 
the society in respect of advances made out of moneys lent by them by 
way of overdraft to the society, and that, as wrongdoers, they ought only 
to allowed the sum, if any, by which it might be shown that the 
of the society was improved by means of the moneys lent by 
m. Their lordships thought this objection could not be supported. 
The bankers, though dealing with the directors in matters which were not 
within the authority of the directors, were not acting fraudulently. In 
ve Guardian Permanent Benefit Society (L. R. 23 Ch. D. 440) was not in 
point. The ak there in question was secured by mortgage on property 
of the society. The mortgages in the present case were on the property, 
not of the society, but of its members, and the society acquired its interest 
in the property by means of the money lent by the bankers. Moreover, 
the mortgages given to secure money advanced by the bankers were to be 
treated as their property, and, consequently, their lien would not be 
on os the costs of the winding up.—Counset, Davey, Q.C., Rigby, 
Q.0., and Buckley ; Sir F. Herschell, 8.G., Macnaghten, Q.0., Snow, and 
Ralph Neville. Soutcrrons, Gregory, Rowcliffes, § Co. ; Carpenter. 


Traps-Mark—RecisTRaTION—RECTIFICATION OF REGISTER—SUBSTITUTION 
or-Onz Name ror Anoruer—‘‘Person AGGRIEVED’’—TRApDE-MARKS 
Reotsrration Act, 1875, s. 5.—In a case of In re Riviére’s Trade-Mark, 
before the Court of Appeal, No. 2, on the 18th inst., a question arose as to 
the rectification of the register of trade-marks, and the substitution of the 
name of one person for that of another on the register as the owner of a 
mark. M. & Co. were spirit merchants in Madras. R. & Co. were spirit 
merchants in France. fore 1875 M. & Co. had acted as agents in 
Madras for R. & Co. Early in the year M. & Co. determined to sell brandy 
on theirown account. An agreement was then entered into between R. & 
Co. and M. & Co., the effect of which, as the court held, was that a certain 
label, having on it a red Maltese cross, the words Cognac brandy, and the 
name of M. & Co., should, so long as M. & Co. continued to deal with 
. & Co., be used only on the bottles of brandy exported by R. & Co. to 

&Co. By M. & Co. it was alleged that the agreement was that the 
should be the exclusive trade-mark of M. & Co., but the court held 

In 1879 differences 


to deal with R.& Co. After this R. & Co. registered in England a red 
Maltese cross as their trade-mark. They had, before their agreement of 
1875 with M. & Co., used this cross on brandy which they had sent to 
other customers. When M. & Co. discovered this registration, they applied 
to have the name of R. & Co. struck out, and their own substituted, as the 
owners ofthe mark, on the ground that R. & Co. had registered the mark 
in fraud of their agreement with the applicants, and that the applicants 
Were persons aggrieved by the registration. Pearson, J., refused the 
lication, and his decision was affirmed by the Court of Appeal (Corroy, 

, and Fry, L.JJ.). Corron, L.J., said that, whether the name 

of R. & Co. ought or ought not to be taken off the register, the name of 
M. & Co. onge? not to be substituted. Without saying that it was 
impossible in this way to substitute the name of one person for another on 
the register, as a general rule (and his lordship could not at present see 
any exception to it), the provisions made by the Act and Rules for an 
application for the registration of a trade-mark ought to be followed. In 
, it was important that the prescribed advertisements should 
given. It might well be that, as against the person who was 
the register, the applicant to strike him off might have a very 
as against other persons who were not present, he 
to be on the register. As to the application to 
the re ogg some difficulty arose by reason of 
the label in Madras and acquired some reputation 
istered in England, 


ow 
used 
But that label had not been r 


registration in England conferred no right in Madras. The 
would still remain open whether Rk. & Co. were representing 


as those of M. & Co. M. & Co. had not proved that the 
was made in fraud of the agreement with them, and the 

for removing the name of R. & Co. failed. Linpvizy, L.J., 
that M. & Co. were not “persons aggrieved” in the sense of 
sustained any legal wrong, actual or prospective, taking the word 
sense, And, if M. & Co. had succeeded in gettin 

& Uo. struck out, bis lordship thought that they coul 
the register themselves without taking the 
vertisement and otherwise. Fry, L.J., concurred 
the agreement. He thought it was not an casy 
the true meaning of the words “ person ag- 
Any person could r a new mark; no 
pew " It a been contended P ag every 

was aggrieved by an improper registra of any 
afterwards possibly wish to register himself. That 
t construction, for it wonld nullify the provisions 
narrower construction must be given to the words. His 


Te ete 
ee 


i 





lordship thought that they meant any person who would, with reasonable 
probability, suffer any injury or loss in a legal sense by the registration. 
Moreover, his lordship was at a loss to see how persons who traded only 
in India could be injured by the registration of a trade-mark in England. 
—Counszt, Rigby, Q.0., and Willis- Bund ; Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., and Brad- 
ford ; Stirling. Soxrorrors, Paddison, Son, § Co.; Wild, Browne, § Wild ; 
Solicitor to the Treasury. 


Practice—Time ror appeatinc—R. 8S. ©., 1883, orp. 58, R. 15.— 
A point of some importance with regard to the time for appealing 
came before Court of Appeal, No. 1, on the 6th imst., in the case 
of The Higher Bebington Local Board v. Lightbound. The board took 
proceedings against the defendant to recover a sum of money for private 
improvement expenses. The court of quarter sessions held the defend- 
ant liable, but a case was stated for the opinion of the Court of Queen’s 
Bench, which quashed the conviction.. The judgment was given on March 
31, but it was said that the formal order with the proper stamp affixed 
was not drawn up by the officer of the court until April 8. On April 23 
the board gave notice of appeal, but the master refused to enter it, on the 
ground that the twenty-one days mentioned in ord. 58, r. 15, had expired, 
although it was contended that the order had not been ‘‘ signed, entered, 
or otherwise perfected ’’ until April 8. The board thereupon applied to 
the Court of Appeal for a direction to the master to set down the appeal, 
or for special leave to appeal. The court (Brett, M.R., and Baccaiay and 
Bowen, L.JJ.) granted leave to appeal. Brerr, M.R., said: We under- 
stand from the officers of the court that the practice is to enter the order 
in the Crown Office Book on the day it is given in court, and we think 
that the time for appealing runs from that day. This appeal is, there- 
fore, out of time; but as the profession and the court itself, until we 
consulted the master this morning, were in ignorance of the practice on 
the point at the Crown Office, we ought to give leave to set down this 
appeal. The costs of this motion will be costs in the appeal.—CovunseL, 
C. Higgins ; Marshall. Soxtcrrors, Burton § Co., for Tyrer, Kenion, Tyrer, 
§ Simpson. 





HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 


TrapE-Marxk—Parents, &c., Act, 1883, s. 64 (c.).—Fancy Worp— 
FanciruL Appiication oF Worp—Costs or SuccessruL APPLICATION TO 
REGISTER.—In the case of In re The Trade-Mark Alpine, before Chitty, J., 
on the 22nd inst., the question arose whether the word “‘ Alpine’’ could 
be registered as a trade-mark in class 25 in respect of cotton embroidery 
as ‘a fancy word or words not in common use’’ within the Patents, &c., 
Act, 1883, s. 64 (c.). It appeared that the Comptroller-Generai had 
originally declined to register the mark without the prefix of the definite 
article, but at the hearing the general question was argued whether 
registration was permissible of a word fancifully applied, or whether it 
was not necessary that the word sought to be registered should be fanciful 
in the sense of being newly coined. Currry, J., after saying that he 
wholly failed to see how the mark could be made more distinctive by 
prefixing the definite article, said that there was little in the Act which 
could assist in th2 construction to be put upon the words in section 64 (c.). 
It, however, could not be supposed that the Legislature intended that the 
imagination of manufacturers and traders should be exercised in inventing 
new words. Whether the word was newly invented or a word fancifully 
applied was immaterial so long as its application created a distinction ; 
the fanciful application for such a purpose serving as well as a new word 
altogether. What was necessary was that there should be something 
which should strike the mind as novel. Thus the registration of words 
such as Royal, Imperial, Republican, would not be permitted. There 
must be some fancy. In his opinion the word ‘‘ Alpine,’’ being a fancy 
word not in common use as applied to cotton embroidery, was capable of 
registration. Although the applicants were successful, they must pay the 
costs of the application, as being costs incidental to registration. Such 
an order for payment of costs was in accordance with the established 
practice.—Counsen, Romer, Q.C., and Carpmael; Stirling. Soxicrrors, 
Wilson, Bristow, § Carpmael ; Solicitor to the Board of Trade. 


Morrmatn—Bequests or Art CottEcTion AnD Funp ror EnpowMENT— 
Cuanity—Pusiic orn Paivate Museum — “ Enpowment’’—‘‘ Prorecrion 
AND Marnrenance.’?—In the case of In re Holburne, deceased, before 
Chitty, J., on the 21st inst., questions arose as to the validity of gifts con- 
tained in a codicil of a deceased testatrix, consisting of an art collection, 
a sum of £10,000, and residuary personalty given by three separate clauses 
to her executors “‘ for their own absolute use and benefit as joint tenants.’’ 
It was admitted that the gifts were in trust, and by letters which passed 
between one of the executors and the testatrix shortly before the date of 
the codicil it appeared that she contemplated leaving the art collection to 
such executor and other proposed trustees for the purposes of ‘‘ forming a 
museum in Bath,’’ bearing the testatrix’s family name, together with the 
eum of £10,000 “for its protection and maintenfince for ever,”’ and “ for 
its endowment,’’ and she also mentioned the further possibility of being 
able to give even a larger sum for like purposes. Before the dates of the 
letters the testatrix had negotiated for the purchase of a house for the 
reception of the collection, but the negotiations had been abandoned 
because the house was unsuitable. The questions were whether the 

uests were private trusts, and, therefore, void for uncertainty, and as 
infringing the rule against perpetuities, or, if valid as being charitable, 
whether they were void under the Mortmain Act. Currry, J., said that 
it had been urged that the trustees might form a private museum, as there 
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was nothing which showed that the gifts were to be held for the public 
exclusively. He was, however, of opinion that the language of the letters, 
to the effect that the museum was to bear the testatrix’s name, to be pro- 
tected and maintained for ever, and to be for the city of Bath, plainly 
disclosed a public purpose for general utility to the exclusion of 
benefits, and it would be unduly straining the lan e were he 
to hold that any part of the bequests could consistently with the 
trust be lawfully applied to any purposes other than those of public 
utility or benefit. The questions then arose whether the trust 
was within the Mortmain Act, as involving the purchase of land, or a 
house, or any estate or interest therein. It was urged that the collection 
necessarily required a permanent home or repository, and that the trust 
could not be executed without purchasing or leasing a house. The words 
used did not necessarily or P egen- v0.4 imply such a trust. According to 
the language of the letters, the collection itself was to ‘‘ form a museum.” 
The testatrix herself had abandoned the purchase of a house. The funds 
were to be employed for the collection’s “‘ protection, maintenance, and 
endowment.’’ ‘‘ Endowment’? was not a word importing purchase of 
land (Edwards v. Hall, 1 W.R. 348, 4 Ibid. 38, 6 De G. M. & G. 74, at 
pp. 83 and 87 ; Sinnett v. Herbert, 20 W. R. 270, L. R. 7Ch. App. 232); but 
rather meant the providing a fixed revenue for the support of an institu- 
tion. ‘‘ Protection and maintenance” did not go beyond endowment. 
In In re Hedgman (L. R. 8 Ch. D. 156), Jessel, M.R., held that a gift for 
the ‘‘support’’ of a school was good, as not necessitating the purchase of 
land. But, even if land might, under the trust, be purchased, the gift 
was not void if the trust could be executed without any such purchase 
(Sorresby v. Hollins, 9 Mod. 221; London University v. Yarrow, 1 De G. 
& J. 72). A room or portion of a house might be hired (Johnston v. Swann, 
3 Maddock, 457; Re Robson, Emley v. Davidson, 30 W.R. 257, L. R. 19 
Ch. D. 156). Nor were such gifts as those before the court assailable on 
the ground that they were invitations to third persons to bring land into 
mortmain by presenting land or buildings (Philpott v. St. George’s Hospital, 
5 W. R. 846, 6 H. L. Cas. 338). He should, therefore, declare the gifts 
to be valid.—CovunsgL, Horace Davey, Q.C., and Phipson Beale; Rigby, Q.C., 
Romer, Q.C., and Church ; Macnaghten, Q.C., and J. T. Humphry ; Sterling. 
Soxicrrors, Carlisle ¢ Ordell ; Prior, Church, §& Adams, for W. §¢ C. R. 
Liddle, Newport, Salop ; Solicitor to the Treasury. 








BANKRUPTCY CASES. 
Bankrurrcy—Proor or Dext— Dest on Liapmrry ’’—Hvsnanp ano | 
Wire—Furvre Payments or Auimony—29 & 30 Vicr. c. 32, s. 1—Banx- | 
rupTcy Act, 1883, s. 37—Drnrors Act, 1869, s. 5.—In a case of Linton v. 
Linton, before the Court of Appeal, No. 1, on the 22nd inst., the question | 
arose whether future payments of monthly or weekly alimony, ordered 
by the Divorce Court, under the provisions of the Act 29 & 30 Vict. c. 32, 
to be paid by a husband to his wife, are proveable in the bankruptcy of 
the husband, and whether, therefore, the husband is, by his bankruptcy, 
discharged from the obligation to make the ents. The Act contains 
a recital of the provision of section 32 of the Act 20 & 21 Vict. . 85, 
which enables the court, on pronouncing a decree for a dissolution of 
marriage, to order the husband to “ secure to the wife such gross or 
annual sum of money as to the court may seem reasonable,’’ and a further 
recital that, ‘‘ whereas it sometimes happens that a decree for a dissolu- 
tion of marriage is obtained against a husband who has no property 
on which the payment of any such gross or annual sum can be nd § but 
nevertheless he would be able to make a monthly or weekly payment to 
the wife during their joint lives.’ And by section 1 it is enacted that, 
‘in every such case it shall be lawful for the court to make an order on 
the husband for payment to the wife during their joint lives of such 
monthly or weekly sums for her maintenance and sup as the court may 
think reasonable. Provided always, that if the husband shall afterwards 
from any cause become unable to make such payments, it shall be lawful 
for the court to discharge or modify the order, or temporarily to suspend 
the same as to the whole or any part of the money so ordered to be paid, 
and again to revive the same order, wholly or in part, as to the court may 
seem fit.” Section 37 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, provides (1) that, 
‘demands in the nature of unliquidated damages arising otherwise than 
by reason of a contract, promise, or breach of trust shall not be proveable 
in bankruptcy. (3) Save as aforesaid all debts and liabilities, present or 
future, certain or contingent, to which the debtor is subject at the date of 
the receiving order, or to which he may become subject before his dis- 
charge by reason of any obligation incurred before the date of the receiving 
order, shall be deemed to be debts proveable in bankruptcy. (6) If, in 
the opipion of the court, the value of the debt or Tiability i incapable of 
being fairly estimated, the court may make an order to that effect, and 
a the debt or liability shall, for the purposes of this Act, be 
deemed to be a debt not proveable in bankruptcy. (8) ‘ Liability’ shall, 
for the purposes of this Act, include compensation for work or 
labour done, any obligation, or possibility of an o tion, to pay money 
or money’s worth on the breach of any express or implied covenant, con- 
tract, agreement, or undertaking, whether the beanch does or does not 
occur, or is or is not likely to occur, or capable of occurring, before the 
disch: of the debtor, and generally it shall: include any express or 
implied engagement, agreement, or undertaking to » or capable of 
resulting in the payment of money or money’s worth, whether the payment 
is, as respects amount, fixed or unliquidated ; as respects time, present or 
future, certain or dependent on any one contingency or on two or more 
contingencies; as to mode of valuation, oa) of being ascertained 
by fixed rules, or as matter of opinion.” In the present case an order was 
made by,the Divorce Division that a bested who had no realized 
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property, but who was in recei; t of a salary of more than £400 a year as 
a solicitor’s clerk, should pay to his wife permanent slimeony at £1 15s. 
per weck, payable monthly. . ‘1 be,Lusband, in compliance with the order, 
made the payments for some time, but was ultimately adjudicated a 
bankrupt on his own petition. ‘ The witegeane’ tu the weshongiys far the 
arrears of alimony due to her at the date of the adjudivation. hus- 
, and the wife took outa 


the adjudication. On be 
payments of alimony future at the date of the receiving order were a 
‘* debt or liability’ by section 37 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, made 
proveable in the bankruptcy, and that consequently the wife had no other 
remedy in ofthem. Cave, J., held that the future payments were not 
proveable in the bankruptcy, and ordered the husband to pay £12 a month 
to the wife until the arrears should be cleared off. After that he was to 
to be at liberty to revert to the payment of £1 15s. a week. This order 
was affirmed by the Court of Appeal (Brerr, M.R., and Baccartay and 
Bowen, L.JJ.). On the hearing of the appeal it was also contended that 
the liability of the husband to pay the alimony under the order of the 
Divorce Division did not constitute ‘‘a debt due in pursuance of an order 
of the court”’ under section 5 of the Debtors Act, 1869, and that there- 
fore the remedy by judgment summons was not applicable. Bnerr, 
M.R., said that nothing could be more di than this attempt on 
the part of the husband to get rid of the order of the Divorce Division by 
his self-imposed bankruptcy. The intention of the Act 29 & 30 Vict. was 
that a husband who had no realized property should make monthly or 
weekly payments of alimony to his wife for her maintenance out of his 
earnings by means of his personal exertions. In case of his bankruptcy 
those earnings would not go to his creditors; he would keep them himself, 
notwithstanding the bankruptcy. He would be just as well able to make 
the payments to his wife the bankruptcy as before. It would bea 
strange thing if, by reason of an accidental oversight of the Legislature, 
he could, by a self-imposed bankruptcy, escape from the obligation. The 
only ground for saying that he could was the su; ion that the future 
payments could be valued and proved for in the ptcy. The alimony 
was not an annuity. The obligation to make the payments might be 
stopped at any time by the order of the Divorce Division, or the amount 
of them might be diminished if the husband became unable to 
pay, or, possibly, increased if his circumstances improved. The future 
payments were incapable of valuation. On the ground, therefore, that it 
was never intended | by the Divorce Act that such an order should be 
nullified by the husband’s bankruptcy, and that the future payments 
could not be valued under the Bankruptcy Act, the order of Cave, J., was 
right. ~ Baccatiay, L.J., concurred. Bowen, L.J., was of opinion that 
arrears of alimony payable under an order of the Divorce Division con- 
stituted ‘“‘a debt due in pursuance of an order of the court” within 
section 5 of the Debtors Act. Before that Act the payment of alimony 
was enforced by attachment under the provisions of the Divorce Act, but 
since the Debtors Act that mode of enforcing it had fallen into disuse. and 
if it could not be enforced under section 5 of the Debtors Act, there would 
be no means of enfo it. Though arrears of alimony did not consti- 
tute a debt due at law, it was not too wide a construction of section 5 to 
say that they were a debt within it. As to the other point, it seemed 
absurd that a bankrupt who had ample means should be relieved by his 
bankruptcy from the obligation to keep his wife alive. The very essence 
of alimony was that it was a monthly or mse 3 pa t. It d be the 
wildest notion te say that the obligation a husband to pay it was 
capable of being proved in his bankruptcy. Im order that a liability 
should be proveable it must be capable of being estimated im some way or 
other, and this liability was not capable of being estimated. Even if it 
was proveable, directly the wife was in want of alimony she would only 
have to go to the Divorce Division for a fresh order.—Oovunset, Cooper 
Willis, Q.C., and F. Cooper Willis; Yate Lee. Souscrrons, W. Gorden 
Place, Leicester; Field, Roscoe, § Co. 





CASES AFFECTING SOLICITORS. 


In Dewar v. Brooke and In re Harvey, which came before Kay, J., on the 
14th, 16th, and 22nd insts., an application was made by the Incorporated 
Law Society to have the name o Thomas Morton Harvey strack off the 
roll of solicitors for misappropriating trust funds to the amount of 
£13,608, which formed part the estate of the late James Dewar. 
Harvey was admitted as a solicitor in 1847. In 1857 he became managing 
clerk to an eminent firm of solicitors. In 1864 he went into partnership 


sing 

had the entire charge of the Dewar estate, which was being administered 
by the court, and when he left the firm he took over this trast. 
trustees implicit confidence in Harvey, wi ‘ 

of £13, was lost to the trust estate through his defalcations. 

to £5,000, no account whatever was given by Harvey, but the remainder, 
£8,500, he falsely represented to be invested on mortgage securities, and 

id interest to the trust upon the sy 
e bankrupt, and the above facts came to the knowl 


building speculations, which had turned out disastrously. The facts 
de . Brooke 


ap in Dewar 4 » in 
written j nt, said that he had often had occasion to observe upon the 
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extraordinary confidence placed by the public in members of the legal 
profession. It was his lordship’s constant experience that solicitors were 
intrusted by their clients with their own moneys or with trust moneys in 
very large amounts without any security ; and no higher testimony to the 
in and honour of that branch of the profession could possibly be 
given. The instances in which that confidence was abused were compara- 
tively rare, but collected as they were when brought to the attention of 
the courts of justice, they seemed to be actually numerous. It was 
necessary for the protection of the profession, as well as for the 
safety of the public, to deal strictly, if not severely, with cases 
of gross abuse of this unbounded confidence. His lordship had 
delayed his judgment that he might endeavour to find upon a 
deliberate consideration of the facts some extenuation of the 
charges brought against the respondent, but he had been unable to find 
any. The greater the confidence reposed in him, the more reason there 
was that he should honourably fulfil his trust. But instead of doing that, 
he had misappropriated to a very large amount the moneys which he was 
allowed to receive, and for several years he had endeavoured to put off the 
inevitable day of reckoning by false and fraudulent statements, which 
were an wation of his dishonesty. His lordship therefore ordered his 
name to be struck off the roll of solicitors.—CovunseL, 8. Dickinson. 
Souicrror, Williamson. 








OBITUARY. 


MR. WILLIAM CHUBB. 


Mr. William Chubb, solicitor (of the firm of Deane & Chubb), of 13, 
South-square, Gray’s-inn, died on the 20th inst. from disease of the heart. 
Mr. Chubb was the son of Mr. Thomas Chubb, solicitor, of Malmesbury, 
and was born in 1828. He was admitted a solicitor in 1854, and had 
—— for abcut thirty years in Gray’s-inn. He was, at the time of 

is death, in partnership with Mr. Henry Augustus Deane. The firm 
have a large private practice as well as an extensive colonial agency, and 
Mr. Chubb was a commissioner for takiag bail and for examining witnesses 
in the Su e Courts of the colonies of New South Wales, Victoria, 
Gisiadinnh, South Australia, Western Australia, and Tasmania. He was 
aleo a commissioner to administer oaths in the Supreme Court of Judica- 
ture, and a perpetual commissioner for the county of Middlesex, and for 
the cities of London and Westminster. For nearly twenty years Mr. 
Chubb was a member of the Marylebone Vestry as a representative of the 
Portman-square Ward. He had also filled the office of churchwarden of 
Marylebone parish, as well as of the district church of St. Thomas, 
Orchard-street. He was an influential member of the Masonic body, 


being ) sms master of St. Andrew’s Lodge, and one of the founders of the 
paw & lomon Lodge, of which he was senior warden at the time of his 
Mr. Chubb leaves a widow and several children. 


MR. JOHN MARTIN. 


_Mr. John Martin, solicitor, of 2, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, died at 
his residence, 9, Montagu-place, Russell-sequare, on the 16th inst. Mr. 
Martin was the son of the Rev. Samuel Martin, Vicar of Warsop, Notting- 
hamshire. He was born in 1807, and was educated at Rugby. He was 
admitted a solicitor in 1830, and had practised for over half a century in 
Lincoln’s-inn. Mr. Martin was a man of most charitable di ition, 
and will be remembered as a supporter of many religious and charitable 
institutions. He had been for many years a Sunday-school teacher, and 
many years founded a National school in Baldwin’s-gardens, Holborn. 
He was an active member of the Church Association, and was the promoter 
of the great ecclesiastical suit of Martin v. Mackonochie, but he always 
refused to take any mgs ob onan the imprisonment of the defendant. 
Mr. Martin was the c n of the committee of the Colonial and 
Continental Church Society, and a member of the committee of the 
Church Pastoral Aid Society. He was also one of the founders of the 
London — of Divinity at Highbury. Mr. Martin was unmarried. 
He was at Kensal Green Cemetery on the 21st inst. 


MR. DAVID THOMAS. 


Mr. David Thomas, solicitor, of Brecon, died, on the 18th inst., from 
cancer, after a long illness, in his seventy-fifth year. Mr. Thomas was 
son of Mr. David Thomas, and was born in 1812. He was admitted 
solicitor in 1833, and for over fifty years he had conducted an extensive 
Brecon. He was the agent for the Brecknockshire 

Lord Tredegar, by whom he was appointed, in 1873, to the 

Clerk of the peace for Brecknockshire, which he resigned about 

ago on ound of failing health. He had also served the 

of under- sheriff, and he was a perpetual commissioner for 

. . Thomas took an active part in local business. He 

chairman of the St. John’s and St. Mary’s Joint 

been an alderman for the borvugh since 1851. 

four times mayor of Brecon—namely, in 1856, 1873, 


MR, ALAN MACLEAN SKINNER, Q.C. 


Mr. Alan Maclean Skinner, Q.C., many years a judge of county courts 
Gied om the Zist inst., in his seventy-wixth year. Mr. Skinner was the 





fourth son of Lieutenant-Colonel John Skinner, and was born in 1809. 
He was educated at Eton and at Balliol College, Oxford, and he was 
called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Trinity Term, 1834, when he joined 
the Oxford Circuit. He acted for several years as a revising barrister, 
and he was one of the prosecuting counsel to the Post Office on the 
Oxford Circuit. He was appointed recorder of the borough of Windsor in 
1852, and he held that office till his death. In 1857 he received a silk 
gown from Lord Cranworth, and from 1859 till 1872 he was judge of 
county courts for Circuit No. 25 (comprising Wolverhampton, Walsall, 
and Oldbury). Mr. Skinner was a magistrate for Staffordshire and 
Worcestershire, and a bencher of Lincoln’s-inn, of which society he was 
treasurer in 1877. He was married in 1837 to the only daughter of the 
Rev. John Harding, and he leaves several children. He was buried at 
Reading on the 26th inst. 


MR, JOHN PADDON LATIMER, 


Mr. John Paddon Latimer, barrister, died at Glen View, Mannamead, 
Plymouth, on the 22nd inst. Mr. Latimer was the eldest son of Mr. 
Isaac Latimer, of Plymouth, and was born in 1844. He was formerly a 
parliamentary reporter on the staff of the Times, and he was for a short 
time editor of ‘« Hansard’s Parliamentary Debates.’”” He was called to 
the bar at the Middle Temple in Easter Term, 1869, and he practised on 
the Western Circuit, and at the Exeter and Plymouth Sessions. Mr. 
—- had been for the last five years deputy-stipendiary magistrate at 

est Ham. 








SOCIETIES. 


THE BARRISTERS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The twelfth annual meeting of the members of this society took place 
in the Middle Temple Hall on Wednesday, when Sir Hardinge Giffard, 
Q.C., M.P., occupied the chair. Among those present were the Master 
of the Rolls, Mr. Justice Manisty, Mr. Justice A. L. Smith, the Attorney- 
General, the Solicitor-General, Mr. M’Intyre, Q.C., M.P. Mr. Hopwood, 
Q.C., M.P., Mr. Reid, Q.C., M.P., Sir Walter Phillimore, Mr. Webster, 
Q.C., &c. The annual report, which was read by Mr. E. Macrory, the 
hon. secretary, stated that the association had made satisfactory progress 
during the past year, and that 127 new members had joined the society 
as subscribers or donors, whereas in the preceeding year there was an 
accession ‘of eighteen new members only. The contributions derived 
from that new source amounted to £670 8s. 6d. The total income derived 
from subscriptions during the year had been £1,454 17s. 6d., against 
£1,304 13s. received during the preceding year. The report further 
stated that seventy-one applications for assistance had been received, 
and that fifty-one cases had been relieved, at an expenditure of 
£1,513 11s. 6d. The report concluded with an —— of regret at the 
loss which had been sustained by the death of Earl Cairns. The Attorney- 
General, Sir Henry James, Q.C., M.P., having been unanimously elected 
trustee in place of the late Earl Cairns, votes of thanks to the chairman, 
the committee, the hon. secretaries, the benchers of the Middle Temple, 
&c., closed the proceedings. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Honours Examination. 
April, 1885. 

At the examination for honours of candidates for admission on the roll 
of solicitors of the Supreme Court, the examination committee recom- 
mended the following gentlemen as being entitled to honorary distinc- 
tion :— 

First Cass. 
In order of Merit. 

James Arthur Marigold, B.A., who served his clerkship with Mr. James 
ye ay deceased ; and Mr. Charles Gabriel Beale, of Birmingham and 

on. 


Percy Henry Brotherton, who served his clerkship with Mr. James 
Boulton, of London. 

Edward Power Bilbrough, who served his clerkship with Mr. Joseph 
Plaskitt, of London. 

Frederick William Washington Kingdon, who served his clerkship with 
Mr. William Every, of Honiton; and with Messrs. Torr, Janeways, 
Gribble, & Oddie, of London. 


Szconp O1ass. 
{In Alphabetical order. ] 

Charles Asplin, who served his clerkship with Mr. Charles Edward 
Hatten, of Gravesend. 

Mac Iver Buchanan, who served his clerkship with Mr. William 
Challinor, of Leek. 

John Richardson Butler, who served his clerkship with Mr. Thomas 
Butler, of Broughton-in-Furness; and Messrs. Johnston, Harrison, & 
Powell, of London. 

Henry Edmond Cunningham, who served hisclerkship with Mr. John 
Attenborough, of London 
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Joseph Fawcett, who served his clerkship with Mr. William Norton 
Ellen, of Iondon. 

Arthur Sidebotham, who served his clerkship with Mr. Edward George 
Simpson, of Manchester. 


Turrp Cass. 
[In Alphabetical order. ] 

Thomas William Barker, who served his clerkship with Mr. John Hayes 
ag om of Carmarthen. 

James Olark, who served his clerkship with Mr. William Waldron, of 
Brierley Hill. 

Robert Llewellyn Devonshire, who served his clerkship with Mr. 
Thomas Harris Devonshire, of London. 

Ivor Harries, who served his clerkship with Mr. Charles William Rees 
Stekes, of Tenby; and Messrs. Ford, Lloyd, Bartlett, & Michelmor, of 
London. 

Thomas Phillips, who served his clerkship with Mr. Albert Gibson, of 


London. 


William Walker, who served his clerkship with Mr. Rooke Pennington, 


of Bolton. 


The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have accordingly given 


class certificates and awarded the following prizes of books :— 


‘o Mr. Marigold, the prize of the Honourable Society of Clement’s-inn, 
Be ns ten guineas ; and the Daniel Reardon Prize, value about twenty-five 


ero Mr. Brotherton, the prize of the Honourable Society of Clifford’s- 


inn, value ten guineas. 


To Mr. Bilbrough, the prize of the Honourable Society of New-inn, 


value five guineas. 


To Mr. Kingdon, the prize of the Incorporated Law Society, value five 


guineas. 


The council have given class certificates to the candidates in the second 


and third classes. 


The number of candidates who attended the examination was thirty. 





PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates were successful at the preliminary examina- 


tion held on the 6th and 7th of May, 1885 :— 


Allen, William Edward Romilly 
Ashwin, Manley Horton 
Bagshaw, Burton 

Bailey, Thomas Holden 
Baldwick, John Henry 
Ballantine, James 

Bastard, Edward Roger 
Bennett, Herbert William 
Benwell, Charles Marchant 
Bernstone, Henry 

Blagrave, Edward Hanmer 
Blunt, Graham 

Bockett, Robert Arnold 
Bonnor, George Ricketts 
Brookes, James William Auston 
Brown, Frederick Robert 
Brown, John Williamson 
Bullock, Frederick Acton 
Burton, William Henry 
Bushby, William Henry 
Butt, Charles Francis 
Caldecutt, Leicester 

Carn, William George 
Challinor, Reginald 

Chiles, Thomas Henry 
Chilcott, Hugh 'Tburston 
Collins, ‘Henry John 

Collyer, Daniel William 
Cullingford, William Ernest 
Cuthbertson, James William 
Dawes, Edward William 
Dey, Lewis Irving 

Doria, Francesco dei 

Du Bois, Frederick 

Durham, Arthur 

Frater, Frederic Moses 
Gibbons, Thomas Clarke Pilling 
Gilman, Francis 
Goodenough, Frederick Craufurd 
Goold, John Heyden 

Gush, William Holborn 
Haines, Cecil Evered 
Hannay, George Pilling 
Hardcastle, James 

Hill, George March 


Hilliard, Walter 

Hopkins, Henry Russell 

Jacques, — illiam Frederick 
ae 

Jones, Percy Dowsland 

Keen, Harr 


Laurence, Thomas Ernest de Vere 
Leach, William Henry Felix 





pe nfm Norman 

wis, Frnest. Elgin 
Lindsay, Frederick 

Mackay, Douglas 

Marston, Edmund Richard 
Martin, William Edward Massie 
Maynard, Alfred William 
Meakin, Harry Rowland 
Neil, James Christopher 

N ewstead, Francis James 
Norfolk, Edward 

Norton, Silas Bradbury 
Norton, Theodore ° 
Paseel John Ralph Arthur 


Remnant, “a ee 

Riddio 

Ritson, hi Spark 

Roberts, il Charles 

Robson, Alexander 

Roderjck, Sydney Tudor 
ee Elliott 

Sale, Reginal illiam 

Saltwell, Arthur Harry 

Sanderson, John Tunstall 

Scholes, Robert 

Silbun “Reginald 3 eee 1 

urn, James Singleton 

Smith, Henry Thomas ~~ 

Stileman, Herbert Ives 

Stowell, Richard Tatham 

Stubbs, Charles John 


Tovey, Arthur John Henry 
Tekin, dion Alan Plasket 
Turner, Frank 


Williams, Ernest Scott 
Wimbush, John Bo er 
Winter, Laurence Amos 

Wik, William Henry Buller 
Wright, James Hall 


LAW STUDENTS’ Perey 2 SOCIETY. 


The usual weekly meeting of this society was held at 
Institution, Chanesap-iene, on Tuesday, the 19th inst., Mr. Arnold 
Austin in the chair. The debate u the following motion, ‘‘ That her 
Majesty’s Government have to deserve the confidence of the 
country,’’ which was adjourned at the last meeting, was continued in the 
negative by Mr. D. Stewart Smith, who was followed on the by 
Messrs. Richardson and D. H. Davies. The affirmative was by 
Messrs. J. C. Wheeller, Lloyd Jones, Langham, Crawford, and Bower. 
Mr. Ratcliffe having replied, the motion was put to the ona 
division taken was declared to be carried in the affirmative by a 
majority of six votes. Fifty-five members were present at the debate. 


E 
E 


i 








LEGAL APPOIN TMENTS. 


Mr. Ernest Eopert Buytu, LL. B, E B.A., a, of Norwich, has been 
appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of 
Judicature. Mr. Blyth was admitted t in 1878. 


Mr. Gzorcs Rosg-Innzs, jun., solicitor (of the firm of Rose-Innes, Son, 
& Crick), has been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the 
Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Freperick Joun O’Carxno.t, barrister, has been appointed 
Secretary to the Lord Chancellor of Ireland. Mr. O’Carroll was called to 
the bar in Ireland in 1868 


Mr. Artuur Henry pone solicitor (of the firm of Easthams & Aitken), 
of Clitheroe, has been elected Town Clerk of the Borough of Accrington. 
Mr. Aitken was admitted a solicitor in 1882. His senior , Mr. 
John Eastham, is town clerk of Clitheroe and amaued e Clitheroe 
County Court. 


Mr. Erxram Wayman, solicitor, of Cambri has been elected 
President of the Cambridgeshire Law Society for the ensuing year. Mr. 
Wayman is clerk to the borough magistrates at Cambridge. He was 
admitted a solicitor in 1854. 


Mr. Epwarp Nicwoas Fenwick, barrister, co one 
Stipendiary Magistrate for the Borough of Bradford. ue I Lanenahive is the 
third son a Mr. Edward Matthew Fenwick, of Burrow Hall, Lancashire, 

He was educated at Trinity Hall, Cambridge, where he graduated as 
a junior optime, and he was called to the bar at the Inner bag, ey 
Hilary Term, 1873. He — a North-Eastern 

and at the West Riding, Leeds, and Bradford Sessions. 


Mr. Wiis Dopp, Q.C., “mN been 


Counsel for the City and County of Dublin, ee i kee 
General for Ireland. Mr. was called to the bar mp A oy 


at 
‘ and he became a Queen’s Counsel in 1884. He is a member of the Ni 


East Circuit. 








LEGISLATION OF THE WEEK. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
May 20.—Bills Read a Second Time. 
Private Briis.—Horsforth Water; Northwich Local Board Water ; 
Metropolitan Railway; Latimer-road ‘and Acton Railway. 


. ns Bills Read a ecg Time. . 
RIVATE Bruts.—Selby Dam Drainage; North Metropolitan Tramways ; 
Liverpool and Birkenhead Subway. 

Registration (Occupation Voters). 

Consolidated d (No, 3). 

May 21 —— Read a Third Time. 

Parvats Brus. — Stratford - - Avon, Towcester, and Midland 

Junction Railway ; Rhymney now ; Taff Vale Railway. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


May 20.— Bills Read a Second Time. 
oe Bruts.—Bermondsey Vestry ; Bootle-cum- Linacre (Fraudulent 
nds). 
Pluralities. 
River Thames (No. 2). 


May 21.—Bills Read a Second Time. 
Parvats Brits.—Local Government me 5 Provisional 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) ; 
Orders (No. 4). 
Princess Beatrice Annuity. 


Bills Read a Third Time. 
Prarvats Brits.—Dore and Chinley Railway ; 
and Brecon Junction Railway 
Rail ; Pontypridd, 
Extension. 
Honorary Freedom of . 
Waterworks Clauses Act (1847) Amendment. 


Orders; Loca 
Local Government Provisional 


and Neath 
; Manchester, and Lincolnshire 
Caerphilly, and Newport Railway; Worcestcr 
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May 22.—Bill Read a Second Time. 


Telegraph Acts Amendment. 


Bilis Read a Third Time. 
Parvare Briis.—Mersey Railway ; South-Eastern Railway. 








LEGAL _NEWS. 


Mr. Charles Harrison, solicitor, of 19, 


Bedford-row (the head of the 


firm of O. & 8S. Harrison & Co.), has been unanimously adopted as the 
Liberal candidate for the borough of Holborn. 


On the 21st inst. the Court of Common Council resolved to increase the 
salary of Sir John Monckton, the town clerk, from £2,500 to £3,000 per 


annum from Lady-day last. 


The judicial business of the House of Lords will be resumed on Mon- 
- June 8, at eleven o’clock, when the appeals cf Last v. The London 


Assurance Corporation and The Vestry of St. 


Matthew, Bethnal Green, v. 


Perkins and others will be in the paper for hearing. 
We are requested to state that a general meeting of old Harrovians and 


Harrow masters, convened by Sir Matthew Ridley, Bart., M.P 


held at the W 
o’clock, for the purpose of taking 


-» Will be 


estminster Palace Hotel on Tuesday, June 9, “at three 
the necessary steps to raise a fund to 


commemorate, at Harrow, the head mastership of Dr. Butler. 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. 
Mon.,June 1 
Tuesday .. 2 


0. i. + 
Mr. Ward 
Pemberton 
Clowes 


Jackson 
Carrington 


Mr. Justice 
CHITTY. 


APPEAL COURT APPEAL er v. 
N No 


C. Bacon. 


ackson 
2 Carrington 
Koe Jackson 
Carrington 
Jackson 


Mr. i Mr. Beal 
Jacks Leach 


Beal 

Leach 

Beal 5 

Leach Clowes 

Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
NOkTH. PEARSON. 

Mr. King Mr. Pemberton 

Farrer Ward 

King 

Farrer 

King 

Farrer 


TRINITY SITTINGS, 1585. 


COURT OF APPEAL. 
Appeal Court, I. 
Feraianc interlocutory appeals from the 
’s Bench Divisi on, from the Pro- 
tate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division 
(Admiralty), and trom the Londen Bank- 
ruptey Court. 
eS OF BUSINESS. 


, APy. mo ns. ex pte—orgnl | 


Tues, June = 2- mot-.— end anos, from ords 
maae On interlocutory mots 
culry spps cm- 
 otheeiay 2{ ueed & i necearary Pinal 
ia the Q B. Final 
at (Bkey apps will not te 

Fray -++- taken this week) . 
| ra 8 { Agee tom in @. B. Final 

Tacetéay...- ‘ 


Thursty.... ‘ 


App. mots. ex ple—orgl. 
mots. —end aye. fron ods 


Wetnerisy 19 


Teurstey ..11 i Aag frm the QB. Final i 


§ Bkey apps and apps from 
Vritey AS iae FP vl Liat if pessaes 


s Soy ce sa | App from the GB. Final 


Moaday ....15 
Tus., oo ig § Amani apps withe senor 
| me metas, x ye—org). 
Mahe, —ent syyt. ltom oFde 
Wotacshay 17 / mete om ister cuury whe 
984 s06 yp frvm the nal 
hae  reqsctret. 
s trom the GB, Fina!) 
Phew. 020-08 § $7" 


¥ritey, Ae | SOT Ips 6 09s hon GB 
2. seorortel 
Wintay Spt from tes GB, Vinal 


estoy yen 


| Saturday ..27 z 


Tasdezy ..2i 


(App. mots. ex pte—orgl. 
an ots—and apps. from ords 
made on interlocutory mois 
* ia #180 apps from the final 
list if required. é 
Thuredy ..25 { Apps from the Q.B. Final 
cy apps & appsfrom Q B 
Friday .... 26 | Pn Doe if necessary 


Apps from the Q.B. Final 


List 
— from or 


App. mots, 
j mote—and s 
Wed, July... 1 ( made on interlocutory a 
end alo apps from the final 
. list if required 
Thursdy.... 2} ‘ Apys from the Q.B. Final 


Monday... 29 
Tuesday......30 


Pridsy .... 21 Fival ‘ist if 


at Apres from the Q.B. Final 


3 they * pot epee from Q B 
necessary 


Bat. 
Mondsy.... * 
Tues., .. 
App. motns, ex pie—o gl, 
motes— epps. from ordi 
Weines .... % / mate on interlocutory motes 
& also apps. from the final 
ist if re quires. 
Apys from the QB. Final 
boat 
Bkey apps & from QB 
° f Pinal Lin if selomsesy 


ha} Aare from the Q.B. Final 
M4 


App. mots, ex pte.—orgl, 

mite. —ond apps. from ords 
mate on interlocutory muts 
#64 ales ayystrom the final 
iat if requires, 

Thurrday ..14. ‘f yd 


fe oop ant ayy from 
Hriéey «+311 ae tip Ant if necessary 
Getertey ..18 


UMAR ooo: 2 aves from @ 8 Final Lat 


Wetradayz..lb 





AzP. motns. ex pte.—o-gl. 
mots,—and apps. from 
Wednesday 22<¢ ordrs made on interlocu- 
tory motns and also apps, 
from final list if required 
Thursday eee | from Q _— _ 

4 oy apps and apps from 
Friday — OB foal lint if neosseary 
Satday, ...- 

Monday 13t  apps from Q B final list 
Tuesday .....£8 
App. mots. ex pte—orgl. 
mots—and apps from ordrs 
Wednesday .29< made on interlocutory mots 
& also apps. from final list 
it required 
a fF <a from Q alpen list 
* apps and apps from 
Friday, 0003! fer QB final list if n-ceseary 
Sat. A 


ug 1 
Monday... 3} appr from Q B final lis‘ 
Tuesdy,.c-. 4 


Thurs 


App. motns. ex pte—Orgl. 
motns.—apps. from orders 
Wedo, .... 54 made on interlocutory mtns, 
and also apps. from final 
list if required. 
6...Apps from Q B final list 
Bkcy apps end apps from 
QB final list if neces:ary 


a Apps from Q B final list 
' App mtas ex pte—original 


mtns—and apps from ords 
Wednesday.12 { made on interiocu'ry mn, 


Thursday... 
Friday .... rf 
Saturday 


and aleo apps from final list 
if required. 

Spzctat Norice.—It is probable that 
during the Summer Circuits both Appeal 
Courts will take Chancery Appeals only, 
and not Queen’s Bench Appeals, of which 
dae notice will be given in the Daily List. 

ptcy Appeals as usual during the 


Sittings. 

N.B.—Admiralty Appeals, with assessors, 
will be taken on Monday, June 15, Tues- 
day, June 16, an1 following days if neces- 
sary. 

Appeal Court, IT. 

Final and interlocutory appeals from the 
Chancery, and bate, Divorce, and 
Admiralty Divisions (Probate and Di- 
vorce), and.the County Palatine and 
Stannaries Courts. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 
App motns ex pte—orgn!, 
motns. — apps. from ords 

Tues, June 2 made on interlocutory mots 

(sep list) asd apps. from 
general list if required. 
interlocutory apps con- 

W ednes «0» | sameed ued and General List 

Sane ee : 

Friday, «oe 5 4 from the Ohancery 

Baturday .. 6>AP8 iron 

Monday .. 8 General List 

Tuesday .... 9 

App. motns, ex pte—orgl. 

motns.— apps. from ords 

made on interlocutory mots 

(cep list), and apps from 

general list if required 


Wednes ....10 


Thursday 
Friday, via) 
Saturday .. sf 
Monday 15 
Tuesday... 


Apps from the Chancery 
General List 


at) 

App. motns, ex pte—orgl. 
motns— apps. from ords 
es on interlocutory mots 
(sep list), and apps. from 
general list if required 


Wednesday 17 


Rastey-> » 
Friday, 
Saturday . 
Monday.... 2 
Tuesaay....23 


A from the Chancery 
x eneral List 


motos — apps. from ord: 
made on interlocutory mots 
(rep ‘ist), and apps from 
general list if required 


Wed, .. 


pr oa fa 
Apps from the Chancery 
General List 


ol motns. ex pte—orgl. 
Monday... EH 
Tuesday....00 


App. mots, 


ex pte~-orgl, 
mots.—and 


apps. from 
Wed, July... orders mada on interlocu- 
tory mots. ( (oop let) ) & apps 
from geaeral | + voquineé 
Thuredsy .. 2 
| ad eH ; Avpe & yr the Chancery 
ser - 6 
Tuesday... 7 
mote, ex ple~orgl 
apps. from ords 
Weinesday 6 


made on interlocutory mots 
(wp list) and apps from 
general jist 1f required, 


Thursday .. 9 
¥riday Reg Apps —. the Chancery 


General 


i 
la 
ps 
fen 
i 





Apo m nie21t+—Original 
mtas— apps fiom orders 
Wesnesday 15< on Interlocutory mtns (sep 
list), ard apps irom gdu 
list if required 


Friday ....17 

Saturday! ..18 > Apps from Chan gen list 

Monday——20 

Tuesday ..21 
App mtus ex jpte—origina! 
monions—apps from orders 

Wednesday 22 { made on interlocntory mns 
(sep list), and apps from 
* genera! list if required 


y "35 Apps from Chan gen list 

Monday....27 

Tuesday. 
App mtns ex yto—evigipal 
mtns—appeals from orders 

Wednesday 29 {ade on interlocutory mns 
(sep list), and apps from 
gan list if required 


mat Apps from Chan gen list 


App mtns ex pte—original 
mtns—ppeals from ord+ra 

Wednesday s{ made on interlocutery mos 
(sep list), and apps foom 
gen list if required 


4 
6} Aone from Chan gen list 


App mtns ex pte—original 
mtns—appeals from orders 
made on interlocutory mtns 
(sep list), and apps from 
gen list if required 
Specirat Norice.—It is probable that 
during the Sammer Circuits Chancery Ap- 
peals will be tak-n in both Courts, of which 
due notice will be given in the Daily List. 
N.B.—Lunacy Petitions (if any) are taken 
in “Appesl Cone If. on every Monday at 
Eleven during the sittings, 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 


CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Chancery Court, I. 

V.C. Sin JAMES BACON, 
Tues, June 2..,Mtns, adj sumns & gen pa. 
Wednesday, 3 
Thurs ..... 4; General paper. 
Friday .... 5 5) 
Saturday .. 6...Pins, sht causes, & gen pa. 
Mond. 


Wednesday 12 


eeee 


Tuesdy,.... 9 
Wednesday 10 General paper. 
Thursday ..11 
Friday, ....12..Motns. aij. sams. & gen va 
Saturdy....13..Pets., sht. caus.,& gen. pa 
Mon, ..+0.+15 
Wea: - “at General paper. 
Thursdy.+- 018 
soos 89... Mts, adj sms & gen pa. 
° 20...Pets., sut. caus. & gen. pi. 
ater 27°38 | 
uesday ...23 , 
Wednesday 24 General paper, 
Thursdsy ...25 
Friday ...26.. Mots. adj. sumns, & gen. yi 
Saturday 1437. es, sht. causes, & gen pa 


General Paper 


Friday .... , 8.-,Mots. adj sumns, & gen pi 
Saturday ... 4...Pets., sht causes & gen ps 

Monday .... . 

oo" \ saueens paper. 
Thurs 

Wriday ...- a Mtns, adj smns, and gen pi 
«-oell.,. Pets, sht causes, & gen ps 


General paper 


oe. 7...Mots,, adj. sume, & gen po. 
.18,, Pots , sot causes, & gon. ps 


Tucsday .,.21 
Wednesday oH 
Thursday .. 
Friday 
Baturday . 
Monday... zr: 
Tuesday .. 
Wedneniay te 
eee 0 
Fridey ...,,.4) 
Bat, Aug oo hive 
Monday oeense 3 
Tuesday ... 4 \ 
Wednesday 5 | 


Thuraday.,, 6 Remainin 
@ mts remaininy 
Yeiday 44 pete ond ad) ome 
"10 


General paper 


x. .Motns, a4j sums, & gen, po 
, Pets., sht causes, & gen, | 4 


5 some paper 


Mots, adj, sama. & gon. pa 
Vets, st, Causes & gen. ys 









5. 


riginal 

orders 
(ns (sep 
m gdua 





a list 


origina! 
n orders 
ory mns 
8 from 
red 


im list 


original 
. orders 
ry mns 
3 from 


a list 


riginal 
. ordera 
ry mos 
s foom 


1 list 


riginal 
orders 
y mtns 
s from 
e that 
ry Ap- 
which 
List. 

| taken 
day at 


JE. 
bn pa. 


bn pa. 


yen va 
on, pa 


a. 
Mm, pi. 


en. pat 
en pa 


en pi 
Ps 


gen pi 
oa pe 


on p. 
pu. ps 


en, pa 
on, {4 


a, pa 
on. pe 


bininy 
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Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the same 
can be put in the paper to be so heard, and 
the necessary papers must be left in court 
with the judge” 8 officer the day before the 
cause is to be put into the paper. 


Chancery Court, IV. 

Mr. Justice KAY. 
Tues, Juse 2,.Mots, adj smns, & gen. pa 
) et = : $ a} General paper. 
Friday « «- 5, iting ia o—- & 

§ Sht caus, pets, adj su ns. 

Gat, sone « - @) em wa , » ad) ’ 
MON. cecese 


Tuesday.... 3] General paper. 
Wednesday 1 

Thursday oth oat adj sums, & gen. pa, 
Friday ....12..Sitting in chambers 
Saturday ..13 ote caus., pets., adj sums, 


& gen. pa. 
Monday....15 
Tues., HE} one paper 
Wed. «000617 
Thursday ..18..Mtns. adj sums, & gen. pa. 
Friday, ...... 19.. Sitting in chambers 
Saturdy....20 {et Sht. caus., pets, adj sums 


en pa 
Mon ... 3} 

Yueee2 General paper 
Wed,, «+424 ay 
Tharsday ..25..Mots. adj sums, & gen. pa. 
Friday ... ‘i. cieing 2 in chambers 

t. caus., pets, adj sums 

Saturday 027 | gen, nae Pets, ’ 
Monday ....29 
Tuesday.. “a0 General paper 
Wed, July 
Thureday +e 2 .Mtos. adj sums. & gen, pa. 
Friday .... 3.. Sitting in chambers 
Saturdy,.... 4 18 Short — pets, adj sums, 


Monday,... 

oad oor : General paper, 

Thursday .. .. 9..Motns, adj sums, & gen. pa 
Friday ....10.,Sitting in chambers 

OR seisecild Sht caus, pets, adj sumns, 


& gen pa 
Mon «++«+013 
Tuesday.....14 } General paper. 
Wednesday a 
Thursday -- Mtns, adj sums & gen pa 


Friday ...... rt Sittings in chambers 


¢ Short causes, pets, adj sums 
Saturday and gen pa 
Monday ... 
Tuesday ...2 i | General paper 
Wednesday 22 


Thureday ...23,. Mtns, adj sums & gen pa 
Friday aeore -Sitting in chambers 


Sht. caus.,ptns. adj. sumns 
Saturday ...25} ing gon pa 
or af 
EL ane sesged 4 General paper 


Thursday .. ». --Mots, adj sums & gen ;a 


Friday ......81,.,8itting in chambers 

Sat, Aug ... 1 1 gene pts, a1j sms, ani 
Monday...... 

Tuesday ... : Remaining pts, remain ng 
Wednesday 5 ( mts. adj sms, and gea pa 
Thursday ... 6 

Friday ...... aed in chambers 
Saturday .. 


Monday.. wae Remaining pts, remain'ng 

Tuosday . . mts, adj sms, and gen ps 

‘Wednesday 1 

Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be so 
heard, and the necessary papers must be 
left in court with the judge’s officer the 
day before the cause is to be put into the 
paper. 


© vancery Court, IIT. 
Mr. Justice OHITTY. 
Tues, June 2..Motna, & non-wis list 
fe abl } Causes, non wit list 


Friday ....5 sie Mots continued & noa wit 
Pots sht. caus,, adj, sums 
BAtovseeress 6 { Procedure), & non wit list 
MOD, seeceeee 8..2ut Cons & non wit list 
Tuesda: 


Wedne. 
Thursd il 
Friday ....12..Mote, & non wit 4 

9 § Pets,, aht. caus, adj, suma, 
Saturday ..13 { (Procedure), & non wit Lut 
Monday....15,, Pur cons & non wit list 
TUCB.» oss 16 
Wednenday 7 1 { Causes with wits 
Thursday ..18 
Friday, ...... Waahnosas. & non wit list 

‘ots, at, caus, adj, sumne 

Satardy .... 2} Procedure), & non wit list 
Mon, .....+.2%,,, 






9 
0 } Causes, non wit list 





T r cons & non wit list 
Wodneday..34 Causes, non wit list 
Thursday .. 

Friday +o 96,,.Mne and non wite list 





Pots, sht. csas,a j sunis, 
Bat ....... 27 { (peceedensy a aoa wit list 
Monday ....29..Far cons & non wits list 
Tuesdy,....30 
Wei, July.. 1}? Causes with wits 
Tharsdiy... 2 
Friday, .... ee & non ow 

. caus, adj, sumnas 
Satusty,..0- 4{ fre Proosdure) aninoawit list 
Monday.... . ...Far coas & non wit list 
Tw 

Wednesday H Causes, non wit list 
Thurs, .... 9 
Friday ...-10.. Metin & non were 

“ape sht. caus, adj. sumns 
Sat . seseeselt f gh pled 
Mond,, ....13.,Fur cons aad non wit list 
Taes. 14) Vauses, non wit list (Sub- 
Wednesday 15 jog boty wane action: 

no the paper of the previous 
Thureday “16 week but no; reached) 
Friday ....17...Motions and non wit list 


Saturday ..18 { Teer (Pro Pets, sh cau 


ses, adj sums, 
cedure) ani gen pa 
Monday eet * -Far coms & noa wit list 
Tuesday.... 
Wednesday 33 Causes with wiss 
Thur ..00023 
Fr.day ....24-. a and non My list 
Pets, sht causes, smns 
Bat ....-2--25 } (Preveduces and p> fan 
Monday ......27..Fur cous and non wit Ist 
Tuesdy, ....28 
Wednesday .29 > Causes, non wit list 
Tharsday ..30 
Friday, ....31..Motions and non wits list 
Sat, Aug ... if frees 8., sht. sore adj. sums 
ure) & gen pa 
Monday .... 3...Fur. con & non-wits list 
Tuesday.... 4 
Wednesday 5 
Thursday ... 6 | Remaining ame, 3 remain- 
Friday ...... 7 ing pols. an] enue (Pro- 
Saturday -» 8fcedure) and causes, non 
Monday ......10 | wits lis: 
Tuesday ....11 
Wednes, ..12 
Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be so 
heard, and the necessary papers must 
be left in court with the Judge’ 8 officer 
the day before the cause is to be put in 
the paper. 
Chancery Court, IT. 
Ma. Justice NORTH. 
Tues, June 2 
Wednesday. 3 
Tharsdy ..+- . General paper. 


Monday... 
Tuesdy, ...- 9 


Weded A qusen eat. 


Friday ....!2 
Saturday ..13 


Monday eos 
TUCB.g see, 
Wed., aay General paper 


Thursday ..!8 
Friday, eer 
Saturday ..20 
Mond ,.....22 
=~ vee eeedd 
Wed. .....02 
Thareday —- General Paper 
friday .... 
_ sapere seed 


Tues Pet 
uly... 1 
Thur --.. gp General paper. 


Friday, ...« : 
a 


oe tteeee 


M 
_—w 








fon Paper. 


ene "it 
Monday ... - 


‘ General paper. 


Monday ....20 
Tues., Bs 





General paper. 


an 
| 
i 





Tord Cra irelt 2’. Cour’, 


Friday ...-19.. fo iras & adj. sumat 











Mn, Justice PEARSON. ee SE aye 
Tues, Jane 2..Mtns and fur cons Taesday......14 
3 Wednesday 15¢ Seeral Paper 
General paper Thursday ...16 
= -ee. 17,.Mtns and 
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COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 


CLAYTON Min any, Luwirep.—By an order made by 
ewan, S~ 3 saved ted May 16; fe was ordered that the com be wound up. 
Pritchard and ty lane, agents for Costeker. , solicitor for 
the mes Aan 


LOSIVES Company, Luowirep.—Petition for winding up, presented May M, 
directed to be ea before Pearson, J., on June 6. Towlnen and Co, Old 
Jewry chmbrs, solicitors for the peti titioner 

GENERAL PRINTING CoMPANY for winding up, pre- 
sented May 21, directed to be heard i eecaee. ¥, V.c., 2. dened. Allen and 
Son, Carlisle st, Soho sq, solicitors for the petitioner 

SourTH DURHAM BREWERY CoMPANY . Lawrrep.—By an order made by ‘a: 
dated May 16, it was ordered that the company be wound up. Chester 
Staple inn, agents for Clayhills, Darlington, for — Sas tw an 


— Dear, dated qpeemnnenes, Con CaBLE Dompaxs, nate an tT 
me T* 16, i that the wou 
onl Ledeen 8 wim Ft, . Soltclbos for the palionrs te 
.—Bacon, V Obes has 
Queen V 





nae Invia ony ES AND Gace Psacoa WorRKS, LIMITED 
by an order, dated May 20, appointed Charles ‘T » Nichals, 1, 
st, to be official liquidator. Creditors are required, on or before June & to aead 
their names and po ean and the pardioniors of their debts or claims, “te the 
, June 15, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudi 


above. Mon upon 
rs cea Company, Luoarep.—Petition f ted 
AND © _— ion for up, presen 
22, directed to be heard before C hitty, J., on Juneé. Fowler and Co. ate 
High st, solicitors for the petitioner 
“ TsuronraA” STEAMSHIP CoMPANY, LIMITED. y ~— for winding up, epee | 
~~ 22, directed to be heard Gites Kay, J.. . June 6 Stokes and 
Co, ‘Greet St Helens, agents for Criddle, Mowesstie ¢ , sMiciter far the 
petitioners 


| Ganetie, May 26.) 
STANNARIES OF CORNWALL. 
LOoreD IN CHANCERY. 
Oum Yau anp TraeevurtHa Downs Minss, Luurrep.—By an onler made by 


oe-Warden, dated May 19, it was ordered that the volun Windiwag up 
of the be continued, Trar, agent for Snell and Co, Georze st, 
Mansion House, solicitors for the company a) 


Farsnpty Socrerres Drssotvep. 

PENTONVILLE Prison Orrtcsas’ Bansrir Socustry, Her Majesty's Pentonville 
Prison, Caledonian 1m, Islington, Re 21 

Roya Vicroria Past Sears Lanes Farenpiy Socusry, Royal Hotel, St 
Helens, Lancaster. me 

Was Lost anD 18 FounD Ainsworth Arms, Cawi terrace, Qloagh Fold, 
Lancaster. May 21 , 

(Gantt, May 25.) 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY, 
LAST DAY OF PROOP. 


Cuamners, Burtanstn, § +. pea Prion, Cambridge. June 4 Faster v Peast, 


Chitty, J. Ginn, Cambri 
Ogres, WHAM, Bast st, Lamb's Conduit st. Jume i. Oottle vy Otte, Racoon, 
V.C. Johnson, oa Jowry 
by= : Bowan, East Bastbourne, Sussex, Grocer, June & Oastic vy Dneken, Pearson, 
Miah, 


ee HS ane Homeget 


~q — +; — eee June 2. Foster + Lane, 





(@aeete, Mar &) 
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Pakry, JAMES, Manchester, Stee. June 8s. Fryer v Whitworth and Heath- 
cote, Registrar, Manchester District. Whitworth, + wits, Mawr 12.) 
azette, May 


a LupwIic Saaaam, Tower st. May 30. Hoghton v Koppel, Bacon, V.C. 


Pocklin 
MANTELL. JOHN DALTON, Mitcham, Surrey, Brewer. June 10. Mantell v Mantell, 
Bacon, V.C. Roberts, St Mildred’s ct, oultry 
[ Gazette, May 15.) 


Bovrng, Sir James Dyson, West Drayton, Bart. June 8. Haynes v Buchanan, 
J. Hughes, Liverpool 
m, nr Hereford, Gent. June10. Lea v Cooke, Pearson, J. 


ILLIAM, 
umfrys, Hereford 
WYTHEs, GEORGE Epwarp, Epping, Essex, Esq. June 15. Wythes v Marshall, 
[ Gazette, May 19.1 


Bacon, V.C. Munns, Old Jewry 
June 3. Frost v 
ardrobe pl, Doctor’s commons 


Boor, THOMAS, Calverley, 3 York, Woolstapler. June i. Bradford Commercial 
a Sm ompany, Limited, v Booth, Bacon, V.C. Watson, 


— JAMES, Ae ag nr — ~mneee Spinner. June 20. Longbottom 
Lace heel te Dominic, Mont: hi, Florence, Italy, Gent. June 26. Langv 
arr Kay, J. Angell & Co, Gresham st 
Saran, Coburg rd, Old Kentrd. June 30. Hodgson v Lawley, Kay, 
Castile, ay en Ged st, Bloomsbury 
ELIZABETH, > a wien. June 16. Wild v Royle, Bacon, V.C. 


[ Gazette, May 22.] 


Wau Henry, Lansdowne rd, Notting =. Stockbroker. June 
24. Jones v Allender, Kay, J. Jerome, Tokenhouse ¥ 
Hypg, Wii114M, Willesden, Builder. June 22. Bird ; * Whitaker, Bacon, V.C. 
Peckham, Lincoln’s inn fields 
[ Gazette, May 26.)} 


ALLAN, JOHN, ¥orin on Hall, Stoke Newington, Draper. 
Allan, V.C. arrar, W: ~ 


neem 
‘Hardy, Norwich 





CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP, 35. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
ALcock, CAROLINE, Tunstall, Stafford. May 2%. Hollinshead and Moody, Tun- 


———. Henry PetTee, Clarence Lodge, Hounslow. June30. Vanderpump, 
y’s inn sq 
x, Right Hon Emity THEOPHILA, Dowager Viscountess, Queen’s Gate 
oe te June 30. Cope and Co, Great George st, Westminster 
BayYuiss, Jo , Shawford, Hants. June 30. Bailey and White, Winchester 
BENNETT, ELIZABETH, Tranmere, Chester. 
BLanD, ALFRED, Gt Yarmouth, Fishing Merchant. June i4. Kennett, Norwich 
Boorm, a, ARTHUR, Fulfin, nr Lichfield, Stafford, Farmer. June 24. Hinckley and 
Brineéz, Berry, Pendleton, nr Manchester. Junei. Butcher, Bury 
Briscoe, THOMAS, ae, Chester, Farmer. May 23. Remer, Sandbach 
es! Rev. THomas. M.A., ‘Over Silton, nr Northallerton, York. Sept1. 
and Chambers, Brighouse 

Burton, Roserr, Sydenham, Kent, Esq. July 1. Withall, Great George st, 

Westminster 
CANDELET, GEORGE, Cheadle, Hulme. Chester, Gent. June 20. 

Elliott, Manchester 
CawHamM, THomas, Cambridge. June12. Ellison and Co, Cambridge 

Ca&kTER, CHARLOTTE, Heavitree, Devon. July 24. Huggins, Exeter 
Eis, Axwwz, Prestwich, nr Manchester. June 20. Sutton and Elliott, Man- | 


Grice, ALLAN Stuart, St Leonards on Sea, Esq. July 1. 
St Leonards on Sea 

Haves, Jouw Beavcuamp, Blandford sq, Captain. July 1. 
Coleman st 


Huppakrt, Gzorce Avevstvs, Brynhir, Carnarvon, Esq. June 13, Sandilands 
and Co, Fenchurch avenue 
Joses, Jouy, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. May 22. Goffey and Co, Liver- 


JONES, JONATHAN, Birkenhead, Mechanic. June 1. 

Jones, WILLIAM eee, Ide, nr Exeter, Gent. May 29. Moon and Gilks, | 
Lincoln’s inn field 

Erezy. Georce, Richmond, Surrey, Wine Merchant. July 15. Pilgrim and 

Kxy1entTos, Sir Wasus WELLESLEY, Horndean, Southampton, Bart. Aug 1. 
Pollock and Co, Lincoin’s inn fields 

ie. Wi1um, Ystrad, Rhondda, Glamorgan, Grocer. Williams , 

June 15. Nisbet 


‘urness, Lancaster, Doctor of Medicine. 


Sutton and 


Norris and Carless, 


July 1. 
a le Street, Durham, Horse Dealer. 
and Lincoln’ s inn fields 
Maryse, Joux, Dalton in F 
Dalton in F 


urness 
Mucerriper, Wiis, Knightons, Dunsfold, Surrey, Gent. 
and Co, Dorking 


June 2. 


July 10. Down 


Paterson, 4 oF Eastbourne terr, Gent. A 15. Harwood 1 
. ug anc 
Paer.rrrs, Jous — Liorp, Mabws, Cardigan, Esq. June %. Eaton and Co, 


Havertordwest 
Porrrr, Hzxrry, Gt George st, Liverpool, Stationer. June. Hughes, Birken- 


head 
Porter, Hrex, Braintree, Rasex, Bank Manager. June 12. Holmes, Bocking, 
Rgewss, SaRaH, Moss Side, nr Manchester. 
nue SHRISTOPHER PA: Portland pl, Major General. June . G d 
po ny ee Pa teem dp jor Gen une arrar 
Jous Heser, Valmouth.. Cornwall, Master Mariner. June #. Jenkins, 
Rosset, Joux R., Headley, Surrey, Kay. Eyre and Co, John st, Bed- 


row 
Stour, Joux, Bary, Lancaster, Glass Dealer. June 4%. Grundy, Bury 
Sraaw, Joarrn, Sheffield, Shopkeeper. June 2%. Fretson and Son, Sheffield 
Ter, Dastet, Belsize pk, Hampstead, Builder. June ®. Surr and Co, Ab- 


Towsexsp, James Corizston, Swindon, Wilts, Solicitor. June %. Townsend, 
Tuomas Lewis, Lugwardine, Heretord, Gent. Aug 1. 
, Heretord 7 


be ape Jos, Wigan. Lancaster. July1. Wright and Appleton, Wigan 


an, High Wycombe, Timber Merchant. June vu. Parker 
Mito Hisas Wycrnnte ; : 
Whraons Jas — Freystrop, 


June “%. Ridgway and Worsley, 


July 1. 


James and 


Pembroke, Gent. June @. Katon and Co, 


Markby and Co, 


Jones and Milne, Liverpool | 





June 15. Peavock and Co, Liverpool | 


LLAM, ELIZABETH aes, Higher Broughton, nr Manchester. June 25. 
“ea and Co, Mancheste 


Youne, GEORGE, Kingerb “Lincola. June 12. Field and Sons, m 
: 7 [ Gazette, May 15.] 


ASHTON, Frank, Laurel Lodge, Twickenham, Esq. July 1. Smith, Manchester 
AVERY, SAMUEL BuRGUM, Bromsgrove, Worcester, Gent. June 16. 

anna © yes CHARLES, Erdington, Warwick, Gent. June 16. Foster, Birmingham 
Mark, Kilmarsh, Derby, Retired Brewers’ Agent. June 9. Wilson, 


Mann and petuer, > Trowbri 
Barrister-at- 


Boor, 
Sheffield tes 
Law. Junei7. Warriner, 


Cas, Lois, Trowbridge. July 1. 
— ARCHIBALD, Croydon, Surrey, 


road st 
Dayst, EpMUND FREDERICK, Kingsland, Baker. June 24. Edwards, St Helen’s 
Fry Fry, HERBERT a Trinity rd, Upper Tooting, Esq. July 10. Holcombe, 


High Holbo 

GoRDO: N, ELIZABETH Bruce, Orsett terrace. June 30. Tompson and Co, Stone 
buildings. Lincoln’s inn 

GREENER, Louisa GERTRUDE, New Windsor. June 20. Long and ad Sentee 

GREY, EDWARD, Eastham, Chester, Gert. July 1. Trevor, Guisboro 

HAYES, JOHN BEAUCHAMP, Blandford sa, Captain, July 1. Markby end Oo, 

oleman st 

JONES, WILLIAM CLAY, Brecon, Surgeon. June 3. Bonnell Bishop, Brecon 

KEEP, ALFRED HENRY, Lower Thames st, Lighterman. July 20. Farnfield, 
Lower Thames st 

KINDER, JOHN tengrmonrn, Farnsfield, Nottingham, Farmer. June 24. Kirk- 
land, Southwell, Notts 


KNIGHT, JOHN WILLETT, Burslem, Stafford, Butcher. June 24. Tomkinson and 

Furnival, Burslem 

LANSDOWN, BENJAMIN, Ly ew a Wilts, Retired Newspaper Proprietor. 
July 1. Mann and Rodway, Tro 

McQUEEN, GEORGE PETER, Berners a eOxtord st, Engraver. July 1. Duncan 
and Co, Bloomsbury sq 

Murray, THomas THOMSON, Saltash passage, Devon. June 30. Wilkinson and 
Marshall, Newcastle on Tyne 

PaRNALL, ROBERT, Bishopsgate st Without, Wholesale Clothier. July 14. 
Ashbridge, Whitechapel rd 

Rees, | GEORGE, East Moulsey, Surrey, Gent. June 8. Marsden and Co, 

SAINTER, JOSEPH DENBY, Macclesfield, Surgeon. June 20. Hand, Macclesfield 

——— eel SoPHiA, Mildmay grove, Stoke Newington. June 24. Gill, 

udgate 

UDALL, PRESTWOOD JoHN, Clay Cross, Derby, Woollen Draper. June 24. Gee, 
Chesterfield 

WALKER, Emma, Warwick rd, Earl’s Court. July 1. Rivington and Son, 
| buildings 

Warprop, MARGARET, Samos rd, South Penge Park. June 15. 
‘Adelaide pl, London Bridge 

WakE, JOHN, Clifton Down, near Bristol, Esq. June 30. Ware and Co, Great 
Winchester st 

[ Gazette, May 19.] 





Courtney Lewis, 


| ApDcocK, Mary ALLEN, ~ ye Sussex, Milliner. June 20. Robinson, Christ- 


| ALWORTHY, . 


| 


} 








, Newgate st 3 
ALEXAND RY, Grandmanan, Charlotte, New Brunswick. 
Kingsford’ and Co, Essex st, Strand 
Evenwood and Barony, Durham, Physician. June 30. 
aan Wm. aC Ln: ; Hatch, Hertford, D: J Blag; d 
TKINS, ILLIAM, Colney ertfo: airyman. June 24. g an 
Edwards, St. Albans 
BELL, ANN, ep, Swany, Surrey. Junei7. Barker and Son, New inn, Strand 
F J Garrett, Great 


a 
June 18, 


BroaD, Hak nae rd, oe Holloway. July 18. 
James st, Bedford 
‘LARK, MARTHA Newb= , Berks. 16. Stone and Co, Bath 

Conaeeees. 2 JOHN, Urswick, i bourer. June 19. Butler, Broughton 
in Furness 

Cox, ae ll Gorpon, Bournemouth, Solicitor. Oct 1. Macarthurs, John st, 
Bedfo 

CraiGcIz, Henry CADOGAN, Ramsgate, Kent, Major General. June 24. Jenkyn, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

WALLA Perham rd, West Kensington, Surgeon. June 16. 


REW, CHARLES 
Woon and Gilks, Lincoln's i inn fields 
DUcKWORTH, THOMAS, Harpenden, Hertford, Farmer. June 20. 
Tasker, Bedford row 
UTCH, RACHEL, Liverpool. June15. Tyrer and Co, Liverpool 
=, tam, Lama ISABELLE, Brighton. June 22, Bompas and Co, Great Winchester 
eneuew, Trwotuy, Knowsley, Lancaster, Stud Groom. July 1. Ansdell and 
Eccles, St Helens 
FREAKE, Sir CHARLES James, South Kensington, Bart. June 30. Burrows an‘ 
Barnes, Sackville st, Piccadilly 
HARDING, MARGARET, Tamworth, Stafford. June 20. Argyle and Sons, Tam- 


Houtspay, Joun, Handsworth, Stafford, Gent. July 8. Sanders and Co, Bir- 


mingha: 
sr ena Tarbach, Margam, Glamorgan, Police Constable. July 13, Curtis 
and it 
Lox@ fPeeussene, Worthing, Gent. June 20. Tyrrell, 
faymond t tide “y ‘Gray's inn 
CCLELLAND, JOHN, St. Leonards on Sea, Inspector General Bengal Medical 
Dept. June 16. Galsworthy, Old Jewry 
pray. Jou, Navarino rd, Badan Inland Revenue Officer. June 18. 
O’ Loghlen, Bromley st, Commercial rd 
Riizy, Tuomas, Manchester, Cashier. June 27. Sutton and Elliott, Manchester 
Rosimton, JouM, Poynton, Chester, Retired Farmer. June 24. Grundy, Stock- 


Rowianne, SAMUEL Dea, Purser of the Steamship Santa Rosa. Aug 15, 
Brabner and Court, Liverpc 
Byer Mary ANN, Merthyr Tydfil. June 12. Lewis and Jones, Merth r 


Swaine, Sornia Rosina, St Leonards on Sea. June 16. Galsworthy, Old Jewry 
WALKER, Emma, Warwick rd, Earl's Court. July 1. Rivington and Son, Fen- 


church bldgs 
HALEY, Oxsni ae Huasent, Woodlands, Stowe, Bucks, Ex#f. July 31. Wright, 
Lincoln’s inn field 
Wi1xs, Epwarp, Warwick. Tailor. June 2. Fenton, Warwic 
Wiens, 9 eee Anerley, Surrey. July 6, Carritt ond ‘son, Rood lane, 
enchurch s' 


Talbot and 


{ Gasette, May 22. | 


ANDREWS, JOSEPH penseast: rd, Camberwell, Commercial Traveller. June %, 
Ker, Denmark rd, Cam berwell 

Bioor, Kev Jonun a, Stamfordham, Northumberland, Clerk in Holy 
Orders. July 2%. Leadbitter and Harvey, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Bepeans, Rev Mason Kiven, York, Clerk. June 2. 


CHAMBERLAIN, WILLIAM, Hill side, Crouch Hill, Licensed Victualler. July 1, 
Denton and Uo, Cheapside . sed Victualler. July 


Brown and Elmbirat, 


- - mmm mene St we fe 8 Clee Se ms eae 6.68 i 





- 












une 25, 


y 15.) 
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CLARKE, WILLIAM, Maldon, Essex,Gent. July 21. Crick and Freeman, Maldon 
Oonaguewors, ey mg ELIZABETH, Regina rd, Holloway. June 20. Crump 
an hilpot lane 
Gueane, + jasc Seven Sisters’ rd, Coal Merchant. July 8. Cramp and Son, 
oxoete, Tamm Upper Harley sq. June 24. Druces and Co, Billiter sq 
JACKSON, CHARLES, Bentley, Southampton, Clerk in H Orders. J 24. 
Kaight and Ward, Fa Fornhemn, Prd x aly mss 
KEANE, Baroness CHARLOTTE MartA, Dullingham House, Cambridge. June 30. 
Frere and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 


ar ae LOowTHER, Bowness on Solway, Cumberlan1, Yeoman. June 20. Hough, 


Tr 
-NEWTON, Suen, Vansingten, Lancaster, Gent. Jul hn Hope, Atherton 


PaRreRy, ANNE, Bromsgrove, Worcester. July 30. msgrove 

Pasta. Ruwais, GRAVEs SABINE, Plymouth, Captain R.N. July 1. Jolliffe, 
ortsmow 

PIPER, , Sane, Eastbourne, Sussex, Shoemaker. June 20. Coles and Carr, 


oe ‘J BOSE Louisa, Richmond rd, Dalston. July 21. Shepheard and Sons, 
Finsbury circus 

grt) Rev Patrick, Congleton, Chester, Clerk. June 10. Lynch and Teebay, 

Pozo, JOSE ‘peneme. Hotel Ronveau, Golden ey July 1. ot Queen Victoria st 

oper. f. Golcar, nr Huddersfield, June 20. Ramsden and Co, 

uddersfiie: 

SAINTHILL, JOHN, Chilcompton, Somerset, a June 30. Little. Bath 

SaMSON, HANNAH, Torrington sq. June 24. ontagu, Bucklersbnry 

SMITH, FREDERICK Warwick, Upper Barnsbury st, Islington, Gent. July 1. 
Watson, Finsbury pavement 

SPIcER, SIDNEY OxFORD, Farnborough, Hants, Carpenter. June23. Lamb and 


‘0, Odiham 
SqurEs, canes, Pitfield st, Licensed Victualler. July 1. Watson, Finsbury 
pavemen 
ee, igo JOsEPH, Hungerford rd, Camden rd. July1. Denton and 
0, y’s 
SUNDERLAND, re Ava. Littleborough, Lancaster. July 1. Standring and 
T Taylor, ing  ileroom Stalybridge, Chester, Veterinary Surgeo 
'AYLOR, THOMAS SPOPFORD, sen, > 
July 1. Taylor —_ Kinkead, Stalybri : 7 
—_, Cuenta, Team Yard, Old Rrempéce, Farmer. June 27. Greathead 
r 


[ Gazette, May 26.) 








SALE OF ENSUING WEEK. 


June 5.—Mesers. BEAN, BURNETT, & ELDRIDGE, at the Mart, at 2p.m., Policy, 
&c. (see advertisement, May 23, p. 2). 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTH. 
RosTRON.— May 24, at Beddington, Surrey, awd wae of Simpson Rostron, of the 
Middle Temple, barrister-at-law, of a daughte 


DEATHS. 

ALLAN.—April 12, at imagen, N.Z., James Gordon Allan, barrister-at-law, 
Inner Temple, aged 65 

FALCONAR.— ay 22, at Warmsworth Rectory, near Doncaster, James Falconar, 
F.S. "4 solicitor, aged &¢ 

LATIMER.—May 22, at Glen vm Mannamead, John Paddon Latimer, barrister- 
eq “Middle Temple, aged 41 

STEPHENS.—May 26, at _—" “Maidstone, of acute pneumonia, J ohn Beeching 
Stephens, solicitor, aged 54 








LONDON _GAZETTES. 


Uaioe d the Baskea the Bankruptey Act a, iss ts 1509. 


TuxEsDAYy, Ma 
Wood, Andrew, Badminton Club, Pi ¥ May 18 
THE SS a ACT, 1883, 
FRIDAY, tt 


RECEIVING 
Bailey, shames, Bolton, Shopkeeper. Bolton. P Pet May 18, Ord May 18. Exam 
une 15 at 11 
Basher, Alfred Beanland, Shipley, Yorks, Grocer. Bradford. Pet May 18. Ord 
May i8. Exam June 9 a 
Byes. i. Hornch a Farmer. Chelmsford, Pet May 19. Ord 
Exam June 8 at 12 at Shirehall, Chi 
Bartoent Sdward, Chorlton won Medlock, Manchester, Uiptesciothing Manu fac- 
turer. Manchester. Pet May 6, Ord May % Exam June 18 at 2 
Benjamin, Michael, Sutherland « avenue, a Court. Pet Apr 2. Ord May 19, 
Exam June #4 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fiel 
Bolton, Francis Lee, Liverpool, Iron Merchant. Liverpool. Pet May 6. Ord 
ne. 20. nan June i at 11.30 at Court house, Government bidgs, Victoria st, 
verp 
Brookes. ¥ William, Kingswinford, Staffs, Hatter. Stourbridge. Pet May 16. Ord 
une il 


May 16, 
= A tol, - +e Bristol. Pet May 20. Ord May 2. Exam 


Brown, Josep! h, Bris 
ens, Kensington pk, Doctor of Medicine. 


— 19 at te ‘at Guildhall, Bristol 
Gossett, Stanley 
ay 19. ExamJune & at 11 at 34, Lincoln's 


wn, Ro 
High Court, Pet May 1. Ord 


inn field 

laminus, us, Laura, Weston super Mare, Needlework Dealer., Bridgwater. Pet 
May 15. Ord May 20. —_ June 15 at 11 
ar. Philip Gidney. Gt Haywood, Staffo orders, Brewer. Stafford. Pet May 


Ord May 18. Bee ayy oot at Shirchall itaffordshire 
Sane ord Lancashire, Farmer, Burnley. Pet May 18, 


Abraham, Todmorden, 
Ord May 12. Exam June 11 at it 


Dige Lamy sanebeste, Auctioneer. Manchester. Pet May 20. Ord May 
naton, Chat os, Ferry bridge, Yorks, Innkeeper, Wakefield, Pet May 18, Ord 
ay xam J 
‘ t bl tor, 
re es 9 Chamberlain Broad s age Scisitor. High Court. Pet May 


6, Exam June 96 at 11 at 34, 





edune ate ee Brentford. Pet Apr#. Ord May 19. Exam 
lett, rd, Hammersmith, Builder. ip Const. Pet Jan 15. 
Ord fay 20, Exam June 9 at tot 4, Linool's inn 
75 aroun, Sonpmpten, Genres Southampton. Pet May 19. 
‘Mic Innkeeper. Wells. Pet 


Tiny 1. “Sed May 8,” Exain June 9 at 12 


Hardwick, John, Dealer. Salford. Pet May 20. Ord May 
20. Exam June 10 at 11 

Jos, a= commen, Cane, Butcher. Cardiff. Pet May 19. Ord May 19. Exam 

une 11 a 

Jenom,. com, gout pial, Tobacconist. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet May 19. 
Ord 1 xam 

= John, Neath, Glamorganshire, Grocer. Neath. Pet May 20. Ord May 
20 June 6at 10.30 at Townha'l, Ni 

Lovett, W; Leeds, Botanist. Leeds. Pet May 18. Ord May 18. Exam 


June 16 at 11 

Luscombe, H % Eingiciips, Devonshire, Baker. East Stonehouse Pet 

b June 9 at 12 

Mem. < _—y a, Berks, Innkeeper. Oxford. Pet May 18. Ord May 18. 

une 18 at 11 
O’Connor, Thomas, Stone, Watchmaker. Stafford. Pet May 18. Ord May 18. 
June 3 at 12 at Shirehall, 
Pages, Thee Soomneuageen, Bootmaker. Southampton. Pet May 18. Ord 
xam June 12 

‘earson, Sheffield, Carter. Sheffield. Pet May19. Ord May19. Exam 
June f 11 at 11.30 


Pemberton, John, Salford, Boiler Maker. Salford. Pet May 7. Ord May 20. 
me FH 
ury St eaeeee, Penne. Bury St Edmunds. Pet May 18. 
18. an cae S 8at2 
ee Saha, W elshpool, Mon: foutgomerzehize, without occupation. Wrexham. 
Nicholson, . 
Stockton on Tees and Middles- 


19. Exam June 3 
Bana George, Whitby. Shoemaker. Stockton on Tees and Middlesborough. 
Exam 


Pet May 10 June 3 
~ » eames, & Winslow. : Linendraper. Banbury. Pet May 
Gaee 
Seymour, William, Hinton Se Stary, Dorsetshire, Farmer. Dorchester. Pet May 
9. Ord May 20. Exam June 4 at 1.30 at County hall, Dorchester 
Sensiott, Summon Rost Denton, Sussex, Engineer. -Lewes and Eastbourne. Pet 


May 18. Ord May 18. Exam July 3at 11 
Sharatt William Longton, Steflovishire, Stonemason, Stoke upon Trent and 
Longton. Pet May 19. Ord May 19. Exam June 4 at 11.15 


Stevens, James , West st, Hackney, Boot Manufacturer. 
19. Exam June 23 at ee a 


Pet May 19. Ord 
Thomas, ~—_ ——y ay Berkshire, Cabinetmaker. Oxford. Pet May 19. 
Se ~~ y~ 18 at 11 
d Cas St. Paul’ se Burdett ri, Bow, Builders. 


m, burn 
are y Pet May 20. Ord May 20. June x3 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s 


Valen on ., Mork New Coven st, Leicester sq, Tobacconist. Court. 
Pet Ma fa Ord Ma y 18. ey pie 2 ee. eo 


bse Techs Seieon, Taanetnns Bristel, Hotel Manager. Bristol. Pet May 
Ord May 18. Exam June 19 at 12 at Guildhall, Bristol 
Wharfinger. High 


Wi ht, ene William, Montague close, Southwark, 
a Pet May 6. Ord May 18. Exam June 23 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn 


The following omnis notice is oitietes for that published in 


of 
Wright, Charles Vise. East ‘Keal, ttle Dealer. Boston. Pet May 
14. Ord May is. Exam June 11 at 2 


First MEETINGS. 
Belg. Thomas, Bolton, Lancashire, Shopkeeper. June 15 at 10. 16, Wood st, 
ton 
Barker, Alfred Beanland, y, Yorkshire, Grocer. June 1 at 11. Official 
Beck, Phillip chad, Maco st Without, China Dealer. June 1 at 11. 
st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
nr Hythe, Gent. May 29 at 3.30. 12, High st, 
Brookes. W: Kingswinford, Staffordshire, Hatter. June 2 at 10.45. C. H. 
Collis, Stour’ 
poral sy Lincoln's inn telds June 1 at12. Bankruptcy bdidgs, 
Nelson ee eenies, Geena. June 4at3. Official Receiver, 
James, Sawbrida ee, Seen, Butcher. May Pati. George 
Hota, Bis “Frederick, Reading, Hosier. May 29 at 12% Queen’s Hotel, 
—_—~ Ferrybridge, Yorks, Innkeeper. June 11 at 11. Red Lion Hotel, 
a Brown, , Conran, Grocer. June 2 at 3. Official Receiver, 4, 





East st, Sou 
Gre » Somersetshire, Innkeeper. June 1 at 12.9). 
Official Hcelver, Bank chbrs, Bristol 
Guerin, Tim i. Soe Builder. May 29 at 12. Bankruptcy bides, 
sinn 
Heppenstall, Law, jun., Seeeteitey, ot aided, Dye. June Sat3. Official 
Receiver, New st, Huddersfield, 
+ Ola § jetty Braatont hee. Be CYP? Hie 
vcs, West South 8 —" 5 June 2at2. Official Receiver, County 
wines e on 
—~ apt +: Ri eee May ® at 3. Clay’s Railway Hotel, 
RO ok Leeds, Medical Botanist. May 29 at 12. Official Receiver, St. 


Andrew’s ch’ 22. Park , Leeds 
Lseenin ems, Dhagtbchion Hovetiites, Babes. June lat 12. King’s Arms 


Hotel 
“ retamgten, Dostana. June 2 at 2. Official Receiver, 4, 
Potter, Tack Weltaclt, Maiteter. May 29 at 1.90. Stafford Anns Hotel, Market 


Pricr, Bdwant, Bury St Edmunds, Farmer. June $ at 3% Guildhall, Bary St 
unds 


pantiorgs bre Fe ark fore, Lone netehesyekeane weal 


wane? at 12. Oficial Receiver, Crypt chdrs, 
2 Same Beth, Dent, Suen, Dace. June 1 at 3. 38, Bond st, 





sharratt, Wiliam, Lougton, Staffordshire, Stonemason, June 4 até, Official Re- 
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Steer, William Henry, got ky Wandsworth Common, Builder. June 1 
at 2. 109, Victoria st, We 

—- Henry, Fore st, Upper Edmonton, Baker. May 29 atii. 28 and 29, St. 
within’ alee 

Tu Thomas, Cinderford, Gloucestershire, Licensed Victualler. May 30 at2.30. 

array 7 Hotel, Gloucester 
be mmr y ee Coventry st, Leicester sq, Tobacconist. May 29 at2. 33, 
Linco! ns inn 

Vigar, Francis Jobson, Eastville, nr Bristol, Hotel Manager. June 4ati. Offi- 

cial Receiver, Bank chbrs, Bristol 


Whitehouse, Sarah, Edgar Isaac Whitehouse, and Joseph Trubshaw Whitehouse, 
em. Staffordshire, Chain Manufacturers. June 3at2. Dudley Arms Hotel, 


Wilkin Thomas M. Martin, sist s Lynn, Norfolk, Solicitor. May 29 at 10.30. W. B. 
Whall, Market sq, King’s L 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Ais. G Charles, Highbury quadrant, Gentleman. High Court. Pet Jani2. Ord 
ay 
pi. 4.2 John William, Hereford sq, Gloucester rd, Captain in H.M. Army. 
High Conrt. Pet May 13. Ord May 19 
i Thomas, Bolton, Laat, Shopkeeper. Bolton. Pet May 18. Ord 


Bee) John Sutton, Lichfield, Gentleman. Walsall. Pet Apr2?4. Ord May 19 
Christopher Henry, Cardiff, Watchmaker. Cardiff. Pet May 1. 


Ord Ma 
Burgess, Charles. Wigan, Draper. Wigan. Pet May5. Ord May 19 
-. Jabez William, Ibstock, Leicestershire, Tailor. Leloestet. Pet Mar 31. 
Ord May 19 
Cliffe, Owen William, Harrow rd, Harlesden, Builder. High Court. Pet Mar 7. 


Ord May 20 
ggvin Evico. Stamford, Lincolnshire, Blacksmith. Peterborough. Pet 
May 13. Orit May 18 
Conron, Philip } rade Gt Haywood, Staffordshire, Brewer. Stafford. Pet May 


9 Ord May 

ws i. Salisbury, Coal Merchant. Salisbury. Pet May 1. Ord 
a 

Davies, David, Llanharran, Glamorganshire, Colliery Manager. Pontypridd. Pet 

May 13. Ord May 18 


ckinson, Charles, and Peter Dickinson, Manchester, Master Porters. Man- 
chester. Pet Apr22. Ord May 20 


Dunn, Thomas, Reading, Bookseller. Reading. Pet Apri7. Ord May 18 
Dunsingham, ‘Elijah Wells, Colchester, Tailor. Colchester. Pet Apr 25. Ord 
ay 19 
Piges, ers, Frank, Shaldon, Devonshire, General Dealer. Exeter. Pet Apr 20. Ord 
a 
French.’ William Rogers, Winchester, Farmer. Winchester. Pet May 2. Ord 
19 
on 4 Heary John, Finchingfield, Essex, Grocer. Chelmsford. Pet Feb 18, Ord 
ay 19 
A Alfred, Halifax, Printer. Halifax. Pet May 11. Ord May 18 
Guest, J h, Walsall, Staffordshire, Assistant to Malleable onfounder. 
Walsall. Pet Apr. Ord May 1s 
Heese. William Craske, Gt Yarmouth, Grocer. Gt Yarmouth. Pet Apr 29. Ord 
y 18 


Benjamin Coleman.  - ameaaeng Hampshire, Coffee House Keeper. 
Poole Pet Apr30. Ord May 
. Dobson William, Sheticld, Athletic Outfitter. Sheffield. Pet May 2. 


ragham ohm, Atherstone, Warwickshire, Tip Printer. Birmingham. Pet May 


4 Ord May 
Johnson, Tan, ‘Sout h Shields, Tobacconist. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet May 19. 

Ord May 2 
Ord May 19 


Jcwett, James, Birstal. Yorks, Innkeeper. Dewsbury. Pet May 14. 
wen, Little Britain, Licensed Victualler. High Court. Pet 


Nottingham. Pet 


7 


April. Ord May 
Kingston, John, Nattingham, Perambulator Manufacturer. 
April zs. Ord May 15 


Feri James William . Shepherd st, Mayfair, Furniture Dealer. High Court. 
oe eee Ord May 18 
liam. Leeds, Medical Botanist. Leeds. Pet May 18. oe May 18 
Seale, SL egg ar Hatter. Bristol. Pet May13. Ord May 1 
a, se, nee Roebuck terr, Enfield Highway, Tea Dealer. Binteton. Pet May 
x Ord y 2 
, Sheffield, Carter. Sheffield. Pet May 19. Ord May 19 
Pan. Walser ordain, Ipplepen, Devonshire, Baker. Exeter. Pet May 15. Ord 
May 16 
> kK pea ymynech, Shropshire, without occupation. Wrexham. Pet 
D. 
rte Al Tailors. Cambridge. Pet April13. Ord May 19 


Ryder Bro 

Sherratt. = __ n ston. a renine, Stonemason. 
Longton. ay 19. Orr y 19 

Spenre, Michard Flowers, and Robert Harry Hobson, 
mgs ‘t April%. Ord May 18 

oe ae Brot gy tae Bristol. Pet May 15. 

es 


award, Huddersfield, Solicitor. 
aoe sy, Tree, Giamorganshire, Bootmaker. 
bear = ae, jemi, Carin [Sconethtc Pocket Lecomte: = ay April 
eg Witliexs, Sheficl4, Sitver Plate Manufacturer. Sheffidd. Pet May 4. 


Ord May ® 
Wii. Auirose Wiliam, Sheffield, Biackemith. Sheffield. Pet Aprilg. Ord 
and Robert James Vietcher, Halifax, Cabinet Makers. 


Wien. " Preserick, 
Halifax. Ord May % 
Pet April 2. 


Stoke upon Trent and 


3radfiord, Grocers. 


Ord May 19 
Huddersfield. Pet 


Pontypridd. Pet 


Pet May is. 


Wilken, Willies Charice, Cardigan, Cabinet Maker. Carmarthen. 
Ord May 


The teilrwing amended notice is substituted for that published in the 
Limi Gautte A May 19 
Wrightem, Jum, Bu Arsiecy. 


Yorks, Innkeeper. Btocktiom on Tees and Middles- 


terough. Pa April®. Ori Mayé 
TVESDAT, %, 1, 
ies Charts, (NA Kent oh, Cnoonomonas Court, Pet May 
2%. 
5 Ht Lo Shed i at 11 at ty Lamockas nn tel out” 7 
Arinatecmy, Den brown. Brass ape ¢, no cccapation. Bangor. Pet 
May %2. Got Mae 2. 34 J 
= i 5 pit theta Bettorishire, Plumber, Bedford, Pet 
a Bag AE 
A m 74, green, Buller. Hit Court. Vet Aprili. 
Bigg 2. 5 dume UA wt 11 at Hh, Lincoln’ s om 
, mand Vorett, Vette, V+, Gardener, York, Pet May 22, Ord May 
wm. cane at 12 at (rofldnall, York 
Kewnett,. | Soa Asim jaxtea VArmingham, Waiider, Birmingham, Vet May 
. Kamm dune th ot? 








Bernstein, Devil, sew Bond a at, Traveller to Cigar Importers High Court. 
Pet May yg A Exam July 1 at 11 - Lincoln's inn fiel 
—; Edwin, Te rocer. Leeds. Pet May 22 Ord May 22. Exam June 16 
Boy a Robert Nelson, Victoria st, Wostnineter, © eer. High Court. Pet 
ov 21. Ord May 21. Exam July 1 at11 at 34, Lin ’s inn fiel 


Colas, ( Cherian, Ceenden, Builder. Croydon. Pet May 56. Ord May 22. Exam 


Dewhirst Thomas, and Edmund Dewburst, Buodionl, Yorks, Spinners. Brad- 
ford. Pet May 21. Ord May2i. Exam June 12 at1 
Devhamhy eee TF ig Whittingham, nr Ld deg Farmer. Preston. Pet 
Mays. Ord M Exam June 12 
Downs, Edwin, om | , nn Fad, Kennedy, Richmond, Surrey, Lightermen. 
High ( oe. Pet May 21. Ord May 21. Exam June 26 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s 
inn 
Evans, Thomas Jobn, Lianfabon, Glamorgansbire, Colliery Contractor. 
pridd. Pet ated 20. Ord May 20. Exam June9 at2 
at gy William Grice, Colchester, Grocer. ia one. Pet May 15. Ord May 
Exam June 13 at 11.30 at Townhall, Colchester 
pibwie. Robert, Sherborne, Dorset, Watchmaker. Yeovil. Pet May 22. Ord 
May 22. Exam June 11 
Fore, Min ee Bolton, Lancashire, Relieving Officer. Bolton. Pet May 22. 
22, Exam June 15 at 11 
Fowler, r Thomas, Wheelton, Lancashire, Joiner, Bolton. Pet May 23. Ord May 
23. Exam June 15 at 11 
Frerichs, Jacob Andreas, Bradford, Yorks, Yarn Merchant. Bradford. Pet 
May 23. Ord May 23. Exam June 19 at 12 
Furnivall, Penn, Ashton under Lyne, Surgeon’s Assistant. Ashton under Lyne 
and Stalybridge. Pet May 23. Ord May 23. Exam Juneii 
Greenwood, Joshua James, Lots rd, Chelsea, Marble Merchant. High Court. 
Pet May 23. Ord May 23. Exam Jul 8 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Hampton, Frederick, Richmond, Builder. Wandsworth. Pet May 1. Ord 
May 21. Exam June 2% 
Higginbottom, John, Glossop, Deter Auctioneer. Ashton under Lyne 
and nd Stalybridee. ie Ma: — Ord May Exam June 11 
ill, Luke Marshall ~ artlepool, Tailor. Sunderland. Pet May 23. Ord 
ay 23. Exam June 
Holt, John, Birmingham, out of business. Wolverhampton. Pet May 21. Ord 


May 21. ‘Exam Jun 
Howes, Harriet, Denbigh, Dealer in Glass. Pet May 22. Ord May 
Ord May 


Exam June 22 at 12.30 

winston, Thomas John, Maidstone, Mason. Maidstone. Pet May 21. 
21. Exam June 16 

Hunt, Josiah, Queen Anne’s-gate, Westminster, Surveyor. High Court. Pet 
May 22. Ord May 22. Exam June 26 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Hutchinson, John, Nottingham, Printer. Nottingham. Pet May 23, Ord May 
23. Exam June 16 

Isaacs, Joseph Bennett, Cardiff, Hatter. Cardiff. Pet May 22. Ord May 22. 

xam June liat 2 

Jackson, William Ebenezer, Dalton-in-Furness, Tanner. Ulverston and Barrow- 

in-Furness. Pet May7. Ord May 21. Exam June 15 at 10.30 at The Temper- 


ance Hall, Ulverston 
Jacobs, Lio nel, Stratford, Essex, Furniture Dealer. High Court. 


Ponty- 


Bangor. 


Pet May 22. 


Ord May_22 June 26 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
J eeee, J oseph Central Market, Smithfield, Merchant. High Uourt. Pet 
May 22. d May 22, Exam June 26 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 


Jones, a ‘Abery stwyth, Car Rane, eeper. Aberystwyth. Pet May 
2. Ord May 22. Exam June 2 at 1.30 

Lavenstein, hael, Birmingham, Clothier. Birmingham. Pet May 21. Ord 
May 21. ¥zam June 16 at 4 

Middleton, John Edmund Sill, Leeds, out of business. Leeds. Pet May 21. Ord 


May 21. Exam June 16 at 11 

Mole, John Wilson, Newcastle - Tyne, Tailor. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet May 
21. Ord May 21. Exam June 

Morrine, David, Blackburn, een Manchester. Pet May 16. Ord May 22. 
Exam June 19 at 11 

O’Brien, Fitzgerald Lucius, Ludgate-hill, Gent. h Court. Pet May 22, Ord 
May 22. Exam June 25 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Orr, James, Canterbury-road, Brixton, Livery Stable Keeper. High Court. 


Pet May 23. Ord May 23. Exam June 25 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Poole, George Thomas, Norwich, Furniture Broker. Norwich. Pet May 22, 
Ord "May 22, Exam June 7 at 12 at Shire-hall, Norwich Castle 
Pages, John Jenkins, Cardiff, Grocer. Cardiff. Pet May 23, Ord May 23. Exam 
une 11 at 2 


Prideaux, John Henry, Brixham, Devonshire, Draper. East Stonehouse, Pet 


May 22. Ord May 22. Exam June 12 at 12 

Richardson, George, Welland, Worcestershire, Farmer. Worcester. Pet May 
5. Ord May 22. Exam June 5 at 11.30 

Roberts, John Cookman, ay? FApuois paeterte Tuner. Bury St. 
Edmunds. Pet May 21. On Exam June 8 at 2.3 

Rule, William Henry, Camborne, pe Mine Broker. en, Pet May 20. 
Ord May 21, Exam June 18 at i1 

Smith, Charles, Hor yary. Yorkshire, Blacksmith. Wakefield. Pet May 21. 
Ord M fay 21. ExamJun 

Smith, Jesse, Brierley Hil, “staffordshire, Grocer. Stourbridge. Pet April 28 


Ce May 14. Exam June 2 at 11 
illiam, Coventry, Licensed Victualler. Coventry. Pet May 23. Ord 
fas’. Exam June 14 

Stent, James, Liphook, Hampshire, Grocer. Portsmouth. Pet May 23, Ord 
May 23. Exam June 8 

Summers, Robert, East Retford, Nottinghamshire, Innkeeper, Lincoln. Pet 
May 2. Ord May 20. Exam June 16 at £80 

Villar, Alfred Ed Pall Mall, Wine Merchant. h Court, Pet May 23. 
Ord May 23. Exam June 30 at 41 11 at %, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Williams, Joeeph, Manchester, Dentist. Manc Pet May 21. Ord May 
1, Exam June 19 at 11 


treT MEETIN 

dees, pants, , Clifton, near shetford, Plumber. June 4 at 2. 8, St Paul’s sq, 

sedfor« 
Barber, John, and Harold John Sharpe, St Thomas st, East Southwark, Glass 
Merchants. June 2ati2. Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln's inn flelds 
— yam, Hornchurch, Essex, Farmer, June 4 at 4. County Court, 

Ore 
Benjamin, Michae}, Sutherland avenue. June4atii. 83, Carey st, Lincoln's inn 
Bish, Kawin, en Gases x, June4ati2. Official Receives, St Andrew ’s chbrs, 


22, Park row, Lee 
Official Receiver, 


Bows, J nei, Bristol, Boot Manufactarer. June 8 at 12.90. 
k chbre, Brigto! 
Conron, Philip Mdney, (Biattord Haywood, Staffordshire, Brewer. June 8 at 11.80. 


County Court Offices, 
Dyvece, puzahas, Todmorden , Lancashire, Farmer. June 2 at 8.80. Queen's 
‘of 
, Lancashire, Wine 
Deiat, Commands Htal, Backend, howngtin 0" en 
mh, 
Janes at? Commercial ta Hal Ni ne Seana. 


Dorrington, B.A ) Agere fre, Wine M t. 

June G nt 2, 16, * commercial ye tag tine yirnt ‘Accrington a 

Vvane, Thomas John, Liantabon, ot alc Colllery Contractor, 
at iz, Ofticial Keceiver, yr Ty 


June 4 








S| 


oH 
> 








‘S< 


Court. 
une 16 
Pet 





Exam 
Brad- 
Pet 


men. 
icoln’s 


-onty- 
di May 
Ord 
ay 22. 
i May 
Pet 
Lyne 
Jourt. 
Ord 
Lyne 
Ord 
Ord 


urt, 


y 22, 


xam 
Pet 
May 
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Fielding, seen David, Hackney rd, Commission Agent. JuneS8at2. 33, Carey Topcs Form Bennet, Cardiff, Glamorganshire, Hatter. Cardiff. Pet May 22. 
Fogg, William, Bolton, Relieving Officer. June 5at10. 16, Wood st, Bolton Kilshaw, William Tyson, Liverpool, Gentleman. Liverpool. Pet April 9, Ord 
ginbottom, John, West Gl . Derbyshire, Auctioneer. June 3 at 2. May 22. 
fficial Receiver, Townhall chbrs, ton under Lyne } Legee, Edward, address unknown, Journalist. High Court. Pet April 21. Ord 
22 


Holt, John, Birmingham, out of business. June 4 at 3.30. Official Receiver’s 
Lovet, i Fhomas, Horsham St. Faiths, Norfolk, Farmer. Norwich. Pet April 29. 


Office, Wolverhampton 
H <~ ba a John, Maidstone, Mason. June 4 at 3.15. Official Receiver, May 22 
Cone Monatield Thomas James, Shaftesbury, Dorsetshire, Watchmaker. Salisbury. 
Jackson, William tall Dalton in Furness, Tanner. June 3 at 3. Official Pet April 4. Ord May 22 
Receiver, 2, Paxton ter, Barrow in Furness Morrine, David, Blackburn, Draper. Manchester. Pet May 16, Ord May 22 


John, J ohn James, Cardiff, Butcher. June 4 at 12. Official Receiver, 2, Bute 
crescent, | Reed, John, Sunderland, Bootmaker. Sunderland. Pet May 12. Ord May 21 


cardiff 
Lavenstein, Rachael, Birmingham, Clothier. June 8 at 11, Official Receiver, | Rees, Henry, Carmarthen, Labourer. Carmarthen. Pet May1. Ord May 21 
Birmingham Robinson, George, Whithy. Shoemaker. Stockton on Tees and Middlesborough. 
Lewis, Jan, Neath, Glamorganshire, Grocer. June 3at12. Castle Hotel, Neath | Pet May 19. Ord May 


Lovell, Walter, Rushden, Northamptonshire, Shoe Manufacturer. June 3 at 12. | Smi th, Charies, Horbury, Wesabe. Blacksmith. Wakefield. Pet May 21. Ord 
County Cour t bldgs, Northampto ton 


Meseae, Rovers 5 oe Petherton, Somersetshire, Solicitor. June 8 at 4. Three | smith, R Robert George, Long lane, West Smithfield, Milliner. High Court. Pet 

oug’ Ord 

Middleton, John ‘Baound Sill, Leeds, out of business. June4at1i. Official Re- | | May ‘Thomas Slater, Kimbolton, Huntingdonshire, Merchant. Bedford. Pet 
ceiver, St Andrew’s chbrs, 22, Park row, Leeds May 8. 10rd Ma 

Mole, John Wilson, Newcastle’ on Tyne, Tailor. June 4 at 2. Official Receiver, | Stillwell, M whet Plain, Wandsworth, Timber Merchant. Wandsworth. Pet 
County chbrs, Newcastle on Tyne Apr 15. Ord May 2 

ep ac 9 ¥ gr jo. SRC, , Staffordshire, Watchmaker. June 3 at 1.30. County | Summers, Robe: rt. East Retford, Nottinghamshire, Innkeeper. Lincoln. Pet 

0 ces, rd ete 20 

rm, So Sheffield, Carter. June 5 at 2.30. Official Receiver, Figtree oe nd May 20 jun. oy rd, Brondesbury, Coal Merchant. High 
ane, 20. 

Perren, Robert Burchall pou Petherton, Somersetshire, Solicitor. June 8 at 3. | ween brad “~ Joe Woolttey, W Willoughby rd, Hampstead, Commercial Traveller. 

Ord Ma 














Three Choughs Hotel, Yeovil High Court. Pet May5. y 22 
Poole, George Thomas, Norwich, Furniture Broker. June 2 at 12.30. Official Re- | Wilcock, Elen. John Wilcock, sen., Oo ect jun., George Watson, Sarah 
ceiver, King st, Norwich | Thompson, William Henry Wilcock, James Arthur Wilcock, and Edwin 
Powell, Athe stan Charles, Aberystwith, Cardiganshire, Surgeon Dentist. June | Walker Wilcock, Blacker, nr Barnsley, Yorkshire, Colliery Proprietors. 
2at 1.30. County Court Office, Aberystwi ith | Barnsley. Pet Apr29. Ord May 21 


Roberts, John Cookham, Bury St Edmunds, Pianoforte Tuner. June 3 at 2.15. | Williams,” Joseph, Manchester, Dentist. Manchester. Pet May 21. Ord 
Guildhall, Bury St Edmunds May 

Robinson, George, WI Whitby, Shoemaker, June 2 at 11. Official Receiver, 8, Albert | Winter, Captain N . N., Duke st, St James’s. High Court. Pet Mar27. Ord 

iddlesboroug 

Sadler, Richard Ponty, Water lane, srese Merchant. June5at 2. Bankruptcy | Wray, ) SSP Leeds, Tobacconist. Leeds. Pet May7. Ord May 21 
bldgs, Portugal st, incoln’s inn fields 

sg ret ge eo Hinton St Mary, Dorsetshire, Farmer. June 38 at 12. Laing’s 

ote imborne 

Smith, Chaties, Hosbury, nr ee Bechentth. June 8at 11. Official Re-| The Subscription to the Sourcrrons’ Jovnnat is—Town, 268, ; Country, 
ceiver, Sout e chbrs, Southga e 

Smith, Jesse, Brierley Hill, Staffordshire, Grocer. June 2 at 10.15. Charles 28s. ; with the Weexty Reronrer, 52s. Payment in advance includes 


Herbert Collis, Solicitor, Stourbridge 
Sutton, Alfred, Seven Sisters’ rd, Holloway, Bootmaker. June Sat 2. 33, Carey | Double Numbers and P ostage. Subscribers can have their Volumes 





st, Lincoln’s inn bound at the office— . 6d., half law cal 6d. 
ba ht, Charles Vise, East Keal, Lincolnshire, Cattle Dealer. June 4 at 12. | nd a RO oye — nee 
cial Receiver, 48, High st, Boston | All letters intended for publication in the “ Solicitors’ Journal” must te 
The following Amended Notice is substituted for that published in the ; ou thenticated by the name of the writer. 


London Gazette of May 22, 1885. 


Day, William Frederick, Reading, Hosier. June 5 at 3. Official Receiver, 109, Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the Journal with regulerty 





Victoria st, Westminster in the Country, it is requested that application be made direct to t»« 
ADJUDICATIONS. Publisher. 

Adamson, Henry, Fenchurch st. High Court. Pet Aprii. Ord May 22 : 
Amnstrong, Da David Brown, Southport, Lancashire, no occupation. Benger. Pet 

itive. Benjamins fi | CONTENTS 
— Benjamin, Hednesford, Staffordshire, Grocer. Walsall. Pet Jan 3). i “ 

rd Ma: | nacene 

Barlow, 4. Mumchanter, Undereclothing Manufacturer. Manchester. Pet Cuanawr DOS winds cede chive scce GB} 

May 6. Ord May NILATERAL MISTAKE ...~..++. +--+ + 496 | 
ss William: Ww althamstow, Carman. High Court. Pet April“29, Ord me ORGANIZATION OF aGoraceton's | 

WFFICE «.++ «+++ e seccccccce 

Bey William Phipps, Sellindge, nr Hythe, Gent. Canterbury. Pet April 29, Fa aga Séweoe ‘odes Caan . 28) 

Ord M: <6 RECENT CASES :— 
Brookes, _ Kingswinford, Staffordshire, Hatter. Stourbridge. Pet May Court OF APPEAL :— } 


16. Ord May 








7 « Dawe «...00.ccsceceesseeee 499 | 
am a, * Bristol, Boot Manufacturer. Bristol. Pet May 20. Ord | yoo "bere and District 
22 ) Soci ] 
Cook, ” John, the Pavement, Lower Clapton, Boot Dealer. High Court. Pet May et ee & ape le 499 | ] 
8. ‘Ord May 22 In re Riviere’s e-Mark .... 30 
Diggle, Geosge, Manchester, Auctioneer. Manchester. Pet May 20. Ord The Higher Bebington 
Board v. Lightbound ....... 500) 


ay 21 

Downs, Edwin, and Frederick Downs Kennedy, Richmond, Lightermen. High 
Court. Pet May 21. Ord May 21 

Dyer, William, Northumberland place, Bayswater, Builder. High Court. Pet 
Feb 24. Ord May 21 

Elderton, Arthur, wanton, Devonshire, Major-General on Retired List. Exeter. 





Hien Court oF Justices :— Cranes 
In re The Trade-Mark Alpine .. 300 | LONDON GagBTTss, &c., & L weceesses : oe 





Pet May 7. Ord May 2 Noticss TO CORRESPONDENTS.— Aili communications wtended for publication 
Freudenthiel, Alfred Graves, Great St. Helen’s, Commission Merchant. tien | | am the Soxtcrrorns’ JouRNAL must be authenticated by the name and address ef 
Court. Pet May 6. Ord May 22 | ghe writer. 


Fuboo, 1 Peter Anderson, Cannon st, Engineer. High Court. Pet Mar 31. Ord 


May Editor hold himself responsible the return of rejected comuwn - 
Hayverd, James Prince, Banbury, Oxford, Coachbuilder. Basbury, Fet Mays, | o2 one al ad 


Ord May 21 — 
Haldawort William Henry, Leeds, Cigar Merchant. Leeds. Pet May 4. Ord | &_® The Publusher that early application sheuld b¢ made by persons 
Hughes, Thomas John, Maidstone, Mason. Maidstone, Pet May 21. Ord destrous of obtaining numbers of the Souictrons’ Jowanat, a: only « " 
‘ay 21 | number of copies remain on Aand 








SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA EDE AND SON, USE D. LEOWARDT & Gos, PERS EUREKA.” 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder, 


Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality . MAKERS | 
with the excess of fat extracted, ROBE , vee a 
The Facult peqacenee it “ the moat nutritioua, per. | 4 


fretly digestible boverage for Hroakfnat Luncheon, or 
Supper, and invaluable for Invalids and Children,” BY GPACLAR AFOOINEMERS, 
Highly commended by the entire Medical Preas, To =, Len rary the Lord oes the Whole of the 
Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it auita lal Bench 0: Corporation of London &o, 
all palates keeps for years in all climates, and ia four 
times the strength of cocons THICKENED yot WEAKENED : 
in starch, &c,, and LN REALITY OMRAPHR than such | KOBRS FOR QUREN'S COUN@BL AND BARRISTRR®, 
xtures, 
Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful SOLICITORS’ GOWNS 


to @ Breakfast Oup, costing leas than a halfpenn Clerks 
Cocoarina a La VAN Re nin the moat delicate, fgoctible, Law Wigs and py te tid Registrars, Town 





cheapest senile Vases, ae ae ay taken when of the Dean 
richer chocolate is prohib: GLER as | 
In tine at la, Od,, 9a,, 5a, aae &o,, by Chemiata and CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & AY 08 
CGipotepe RSTARLISHED 1689. 
©) arition on Special Terme uy the Sole Mraprietor, 








H. ScMWEIT HINA O10 Sonim, Birand, Pondon, W, 04, CHANCERY LAN, ItOND**. 
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NEW ZEALAND GOVERNMENT 


£4 per Cent. CONSOLIDATED STOCK. 





ISSUE OF £1,500,000, 





MINIMUM PRICE OF ISSUE. £97 10s. PER CENT. 


First Dividend, bore Six Months’ sutanent, payable 
November, 1885. 





D ee ee Colonial “‘New Zealand Loan Act, 


“eu f Oe for Immigration Railways, Roads, 
ildings, and other purposes mentioned in the 





The Governor and Company of the Bank of Eng- 
land give notice that, on behalf of the Agents 
ted for raising and managing the Loan under 
above Act (Sir Penrose Goodchild Julyan, 
x CM.G., C.B., and Sir Francis Dillon Bell, 
Sage }, they” are authorized to receive Tenders 
Fon £1 000 New Zealand Government £4 - Cent. 
Stock, r yable at on e ist 

November, 1979. - _ 

This Stock 


> 22 ee. ont we ee 
passu with, the New Zealand on: 
solidated Stock spre created, e Dividends on 
which are pa: pot at the Bank of Eng- 
land, on the 1 Ist ot Mes an Sot Yovember. 
The first half-year’s Dividend on this issue, calcu- 
naes upon the nominal amount of Stock. will be 
shh on’ on the ist November next. 
books of me Stock are kept at the Bank of 
wees al signments and transfers are 
yment 
cates to 
with Coupons attached, which Certificntes 
Baer re-inscribed into Stock at the will of the 


All Transfers and Stock Certificates are free of 
Duty. ; 
Dividend Warrants are transmitted by post if 


The Loan is secured on the Consolidated Fund of 
the Colony of New Zealand, which includes the 
derived th 


By the Act 40 & 41 Vic. ch. 59, the Revenues of the 
oer es ew Zealand alone will be liable in respect 
of the Stock and the Pig | thereon, and the 
Consolidated Fund of the ted Kingdom and the 
Commissioners of Her Majesty's will not be 


Treasury 
directly or liable + eponatte for the 
of “st the Bene or of the Dividends thereon, or 
‘or Sf relating thereto. 
may be for the whole or any part of the 
Stock, snd must state what amount of money will be 


given for every £100 of the Stock. Tenders for A 
than even hundreds of Stock, oy oy at a price py 


fractions of a shilling oth sixpence, will n 

‘ ‘Tenders are to be delivered 
the Chief 8 Office, Bank of England, before 

two o’clock on Lapa June, —_, i - 

———- 


lied for m ay Fy on = 
out side Sweide of he mak 
The minimur 


below which no tender will 
has fixed at £97 10s. for every £100 


“ 
ia ih 


cent. on the amount of Stock 
id at the same office at the 


uf 
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msioged in the tender. _ Where no silot- 
aeotmons the balance of he Gepost wil Te 
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CITY of LONDON. 

By order of Trustees, to close the Trust.—Valuable 
Freehold d Property, close to the Custom-house, and 
well tenet for the =F shipping, fruit, coal, 
and fish trades. 

ESSks. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIEL?D 
will L SETA, at = ART, on WEDNESDAY, 

JUNE 10th, at TWO, in One Lot, a valuable FREE- 
HOLD PROPERTY. aades the premises Nos. 
12 and 138, Water-lane, one of the connecting 
thoroughfares between Tower-street and Thames- 
street, from which latter it is only removed one 
door, close to the Custom-house, minutes’ 
walk from the Mark-lane Station on the Metropoli- 
tan District Railway, in the heart of the wine, fruit, 

ash, coal, and shipping trades, b! 

adapted for any Duckaces purposes in connection 
either. The property possesses a commandi 
ntage, covers an area of about 1,300 feet, an 
forms an admirable site for the erection of modern 
premises, while, in their present state, old-fashioned 
Lee they are, a remunerative rent can be ob- 


Particulars of Messrs. Kennedy, Hnghe 0: “ 
Kennedy, Solici “\ 1, Gaserekn Strand, W 

at the Mart; and of Messrs. Edwin Fox & Bousfield, 
99, Gresham-street, Bank, E.C. 





ST. JAMES’S PARE. 


Valuable Freehold Duties Site, in Queen Anne’s- 
ae covering the ro area of over 5,000 super- 
cial feet, admirably adapted for the erection of 
residential dion, an institution, and a variety 
_ Mi — oses, for which so large an extent of 
— | a choice position, is pre-eminently 


“1 ESSRS. EDWIN FOX & BOUS- 
FIELD will SELL, at the MART. on WED- 
am ng A JUNE om, at TWO o’clock (unless pre- 


lously disposed —— a. a valuable 
REEHO D state lan redeemed, advan- 


eal situate in oe os s-gate, facing 
Queen e’s-manosions, immediately contiguous 
e St. James’s-park, and close to that cantion on the 
District Railway. it has a commanding fron’ and 
and is depth, contains over 5,000 superficial feet, 
is Ly ee ae adapted for the erection of resi- 
tial chambers, or a variety of other objects, for 
dow the position, from its proximity to the Houses 
of Parliament, the Government offices, the parks, and 
all the resorts of fashion, so pre i ap it. 
Vacant possession will be given on on doliett 
Particulars of Messrs. a ley & So licitors, 11, 
Queen Victoria-street, E.C.; at the Mart; and of 
aca a Fox & ‘Bousticlt 99, Gresham-st reet, 








The Law Life Assurance Societ; raf Mag and import- 
ant Investments in S 


ESSKS. EDWIN FOX & & BOUSFIELD 
4 will SELL, at the MART, on WEDNESDAY, 
JUNE 10th, at TWO o'clock, in Lots, valuable 
INVESTMENTS, com a 50 £100 shares (£10 0 per 
share paid in cash an £90 per share add oa. 
accumulated rey in the Law Life 
pore ha (established in 1823). The assets are ee 
= uennially, when a bonus is declared. The divi- 
d for 1880 to 1884 was at the rate of £4 5s. per share, 
with a bonus paid ae rae £10 c—_— > thus 
giving an average return cen 
Particulars at the ees © rot Beers a Sand- 
— & ene Ze 36, King-st t, Cheap- 
E.C. ; and of Movers, Ea _bawin Fox & Bousheld, %, 
Fe cee Limes § Bank, E. 





FLEET STREET. 

City Site. — ae Freehold Property, comprising 
two houses, with shops, situate Nos. 18 oo 19, 
Whitefriars-street, in t e City of London, and four 
houses in the rear, being Nos. 1 and 2, George-yard, 
and Nos.1and 2, Ashen covering the 
large superficial area of apewt 1,900 feet, well 
adapted for the erection of printing-office or 
warehouse ; _< pee 4 and | eee rents 
amoun 
Vi ESSES. EDWIN. FOX & ¢ KOUSFIELD 

will SELL, at the MART, on WEDNESDAY, 
pare UNE loth, at TWO, in One Lot, the above valuable 


ae Olay Fewer BO id of M ss, Bain Fun t 
oe 6 ewry, H ‘an exers ux & 
Bousfield , 998, Gresham-street, » B.C 


CITY > LONDON. 

Valuable and extensive Freehold Property of nea: 
10,000 feet, with substantial rent-producing 
ings thereon. With early 

— EDWIN FOX & KOUSFIELD 





. will SELL, at the MART, on WEDNESDAY, 
UNE 17, at oun a valuable an FREE- 


-iJd 
| HOLD ESTA: TE, 
premises, 








em a - hich from i Tas poatid notably. a. 
or ouse, w! on Ww: 

be in demand, while the site is a suitable for a 
reposiaeny, pailway carriers, goods t, or other 


eh e premises are now let at the low 
Font te Te yee > mm paying all outgoings, © 


ytlculars of oS aan. Micklem, Hollingworth, & 
Monkland. es, 19, Lngg =r aay E.0.; of 7 
Messrs. F. R. Smith & Sons, Solicitors, 40, Alders~ 7 

gate-street; at the Mart; and of Messrs. Edwin Fox 7 
& € Bousfield: 99, Gresham-street . Bank, E.C. 4 


WV ESses. PUTTICK & SIMPSON, Literary © 
and Fine Art Auctioneers, 47, Leicester-square, | 
London, W.C., beg to inform Executors, Trustees, 
ny and the Trade, that their Season for the — 
by Apomen « of Libraries of Books and Musie, ~ 
igravings: Pal and other works connected 7 
th the usical Instruments, and all 
pn ons of Vaineble Property, will commence on 
October'17, and that their warehouses are open daily © 
for the reception of consigned to them for sale, 
Messrs. P. & 8. hold several important Sales © 
during the Season, end will include small properties 
in appropriate Sales, thus affording the same advan- 
tages to small as to consignments. Libraries 
and other properties catalogued, arranged, and valued 
bad Probate and Legacy Duty, or for Public or Private 








ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
A FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER’S LIST of 
ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting 
and Shooting ‘Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent 
Charges, House Property and Investments generally, is } 
publiehed on the first day of each month, and may be 
obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, . 
£.C., or will be sent by post in return for two stamps.— 
Particulars for insertion should be received not later than 
four days previous to the eud of the preceding month 


ESSRS. JOHNSON & DYMOND beg 
to announce that their sales by Auction of 
Plate, Watches, Chains, Jewellery, Precious Stones, 
&c., are held on Mondays, Wednesdays, Thursdays, 
and Fridays. 

The atieation of Solicitors, Executors, Trustees, 
and others is particularly called to this ready means 
cle oe disposal of Preserty of deceased and other 

en 

ence of the frequency of their sales 
me, J. 2D. are enabled to include large or small 
— at short notice (if aaeee. : 

Sales of Furniture held at private houses. 

Valuations for Probate or msfer. Terms on ap- 
plication to the City Auction Rooms (established 
1793) 38 and 39, Gracechurch-street, E.C. 

‘essrs, Johnson & ond beg to aa that | 
their Auction Sales Wearing Apparel, Piece 
Goods, Household ond Office Perdiiee, Laoag te 
Bedding, &c., are held on each day of the week 
Saturdav excepted) 








ESTABLISHED 1861. 


IRKBECOCK BAN K.— 
Sa . Chancery-lane. 
THREE CENT. INTEREST allowed on 
DEWo on a ee on. on demand. ; 

3 TEREST on CURRENT 
AGcOU: pn hy on the minimum monthly 
balances, when not drawn below £50. 

The Bank yateraies for its Customers, free of 
Charge, the Custody of ritings, and other 
Securities and Valuables ; the collection of Bills of 
Excha Dividends, and Coupons ; and the purchase 
and sale le of Stocks, Shares, a Annuities. Letters of 
redit ar Notes iss 

BEC K ALMANAC, with full particu- 

sars, post-free, on application. 

¥RAN 


CIS RAVENSOROFT, Manager. 





SUMMER TOURS IN SCOTLAND. 


a, and the HIGHLANDS (Roval 
Route Crinan and Caledonian Canals), 

Royal Mail Steamer COLUMBA or IONA a 

Glasgow Daily at 7 a.m., from Greenock at 9 a.m. 

conveying, in connection with his West Highland © 
Steamers. Ly ers for Oban, Fort-William, Inver- 
ness, Lochawe, e, Gairloch, Staffa, Iona, Glencoe, 
Stornoway, ~ty ficial Guide, 3d.; Illustrated 64. 
and 1s., by post, or at W. H. Smith & Sons’ Railway 

Bookstalls. Time Bill with Map and Fares free from 
the owner, Davip MAacBRaynz, 119, Hope-street, 7 
Glasgow. 


| Keema LL. WHISKY. 


‘LNAHAN’S — T “WHISKY. ‘Fure, 
Mild, and 4 Mellow, Delicious and 
very Wholesome, Universally recommended 
by the Profession. 


INAHAN’S - WHISKY. 
K The Oream LL of Old Irish Whiskies, 


Gar 'rrrig LL WHISKY. “Go d 
Meda he Paris Bshibieien, 1678; 
bition, 1866, the Prise M 
w», bo, Groot Tiohteld wreet. London, W, 

















